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INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


JANUARY 14, 1952 


Unitep States SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE 
ON THE District oF COLUMBIA, 
INVESTIGATING CRIME AND Law ENFrorceEMENT, 
Washington, I. GZ. 


The subcommittee met, at 10 a. m., pursuant to Senate Resolution 
136, agreed to September 13, 1951, first session, Eighty-second Con- 
gress, in room 457, Senate Office Building, Senator Matthew M. Neely 
(chairman) presiding. 

Present: Senators Neely, Butler, Welker and Pastore. 

Also present: Senator William Langer: Arnold Bauman, chief 
counsel; Harold Solomon, associate counsel; William P. Gulledge, 
assistant counsel to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The CnatrmMan. This subcommittee has met pursuant to Senate 
Resolution 136 which Mr. Solomon, associate counsel for the subecom- 
mittee, will read. 

Mr. Soromon (reading) : 


SENATE RESOLUTION 136 


Resolved, That the Senate Committee on the District of Columbia, or any 
duly authorized subcommittee thereof, is hereby authorized and directed (1) 
to conduct a full and complete study and investigation with respect to crime 
and related problems, including law enforcement, in the District of Columbia; 
and (2) to report to the Senate at the earliest practicable date, but not later 
than January 31, 1952, the results of such study and investigation, together 
with such recommendations as to necessary legislation as it may deem desirable. 

Sec. 2. For the purpose of this resolution, the committee, or any duly author- 
ized subcommittee thereof, is authorized to employ upon a temporary basis 
such technical, clerical, and other assistants as it deems advisable, and is 
authorized, with the consent of the head of the department or agency con- 
cerned, to utilize the services, information, facilities, and personnel of any of the 
departments or agencies of the Government of the United States. The expenses 
of the committee under this resolution, which shall not exceed $25,000, shall 
be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers approved by 
the chairman of the committee. 


The CuatirMan. The subcommittee has adopted a resolution rela- 
tive to quorum requirements which Mr. Gulledge, assistant committee 
counsel will read. 

Mr. Guuiepér. The following resolution was adopted by the sub- 
committee investigating crime and law enforcement in the District 
of Columbia, January 9, 1952 [reading]: 

Resolved, That any member of the special Subcommittee to Investigate Crime 
and Law Enforcement in the District of Columbia shall constitute a quorum for 
the purpose of issuing subpenas, administering oaths, taking testimony, ruling on 
the admissibility of evidence, and calling or adjourning any hearings. 
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The CHarmman. The subcommittee has agreed that television record- 
ing and broadcasting of its hearings will be permitted, but that no 
witness will, over his objection, be subject to television while he is 
testifying. Photographers who wish to take pictures of witnesses will 
do so before or after the witnesses have testified and not while ques- 
tions are being asked or answered. 

Mr. Bauman, chief counsel of the committee, will now please call 
the first witness. 
Mr. Bauman. Mr. Ahearn. 


TESTIMONY OF JOHN AHEARN, ACCOMPANIED BY DANIEL B. 
MAHER, ATTORNEY 


The Cuairman. Do you solemniy swear that the testimony you are 
about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Anearn. I do. 

The CHairMAN. Proceed, Mr. Bauman. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Ahearn, Mrs. Ahearn was served with a subpena 
duces tecum of this committee, is that correct ? 

Mr. Anearn. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. And the subpena called for the presentation of all 
the books and records of the estate of which she is one of the 
executors or administrators. 

Mr. AHEARN. No, according to the subpena, records pertaining to 
four versons— 

Mr. Bauman. What other records have been subpenaed 2 

Mr. Angarn. Canceled checks. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you produced those records ? 

Mr. Angarn. I have; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you offer those? 

Mr. Angarn. Oh, I should explain that we did not keep ledger 
accounts. 

Mr. Bauman. Do I understand that—first of all, are you the ac 
countant for this estate ? 

Mr. Anearn. I have it with my wife; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you have the books and records; is that correct ? 

Mr. Angarn. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. And you state you do not maintain any ledger 
accounts / 

Mr. Anarn. No, we just keep it under cash receipts and disburse- 
ment basis, as the Internal Revenue instructed us several years ago. 
They filled out the first form and told us how to file. 

Mr. Bauman. The only books you maintain are cash records? 

Mr. Arearn. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Do I understand the proceeds and income into the 
estiute was deposited in the bank account ? 

Mr. Anearn. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. And all disbursements to the various beneficiaries 
were by checks, is that correct ? 

Mr. Anrarn. That is correct. 
Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions. 
‘The Cuatrman. Does Mr. Ahearn’s counsel wish to appear. 
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Mr. Manrr. My name is Daniel B. Maher, appearing on behalf of 
Mr. John Ahearn. M: ay I offer these, sir? 

The Cyaan. Cert: iinly. 

(The documents referred to were returned to the. witness after anal- 
ysis by the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Bauman. Thank you very much. The next witness will be 


Robert J. Barrett. 


TESTIMONY OF ROBERT J. BARRETT, ACCOMPANIED BY CHARLES 
E. FORD AND DANIEL B. MAHER, ATTORNEYS 


The Ciuarrman. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are 
about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. So help me God. 

The Cuamman. Let the appearance of counsel for the witness be 
noted in the record. 

Mr. Forp. My name is Charles E. Ford. 

Mr. Bauman. Is Mr. Maher also appearing for this witness? 

Mr. Mauer. Yes. 

Mr. Forp. Yes; he is. 

Mr. Marner. My name is Daniel B. Maher. 

Mr. Bauman. Major Barrett, were you served with a subpena duces 
tecum of this committee on 

Mr. Barrerr. I was. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to make a statement, please. 

The CuarrmMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Barrerr. I wish to object to the physical conditions present 
in this hearing room before I start my testimony. 

I object to being televised and I object to the television at this hear- 
ing; even though my image is not televised I object to the microphones 
being placed before me, I object to having flash bulbs glaring before 
my eyes, I object to the glare, noise, and confusion that accompanies 
all these things that I have mentioned. 

The reasons for my objections are these: The presence of these 
lights—[ addressing photogr aphers:] When you get through I will 
continue reading. 

Mr. Forp. Mr. Chairman, may he be permitted to read this state- 
ment to the committee and while he does, that they do not flash bulbs in 
front of him? , 

The CuatrMan. The photographers will comply. Will you proceed 
to read your statement ? 

Mr. Barrerr. The presence of these lights, cameras, microphones, 
recording devices, and all others, television, radio, newsreel equip- 
ment, subjec ts me to severe mental and physical strain so that IT am 
unable to think clearly, plus the heat generated by the lights and the 
general confusion, make this hearing to me a third degre: 

If I should, because of all this confusion and other physical condi- 
tions present, make a misstatement as to facts, I would be subjecting 
myself to an indictment for perjury. 

In addition, the presence of a microphone before me and my coun- 
sel—the microphone, I am advised, is so sensitive that it can be ampli- 
fied to a degree that it can record the noise of an insect walking across 
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a piece of paper—it would in effect deny me the right to privately 
confer with my counsel and therefore deny me the right of counsel. 

Finally, I wish to state that Mr. Daniel Maher, “cocounsel in my 
behalf, has very poor eyesight. He has, 1 am advised, less than one- 
third vision in each eye. His e yes are particularly sensitive to glare 
and continued exposure to glare impairs his vision and causes violent 
headaches. 

When I retained him I did so that I would have full advantage 
of his talent. If the present conditions prevail he will be unable to 
read his notes or to think clearly and that in effect will be a denial to 
me of the right to counsel of my own choosing. 

I am here pursuant to a subpena to testify but as long as the present 
conditions prevail, until they are remedied, I must respectfully decline 
to testify. I hereby avail myself of every constitutional right and 
privilege which I may have. 

The CuamMan. No photographs will be taken of this witness while 
he is testifying. The television cameras will not operate while Major 
Barrett is on the witness stand. To this extent, M: ajor, your objections 
are sustained. 

Mr. Forp. Mr. Chairman would you direct us as to your decision 
regarding the microphones? 

The Cuatrman. Please repeat your request. 

Mr. Forp. Would you advise us as to your decision as to the micro- 
phones, two of which appear directly in front of us and which we un- 
derstand are recording and are connected to radio transmitting devices 
and recording devices, particularly these two mikes that are here. Do 
you recall that was covered in his statement ? 

The CuatrMan. The microphones will not be used while this wit- 
ness is on the stand. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Chairman, I am informed that present in this 
room is a prospective witness and I shall ask some questions, Mr. Chair- 
man, about him. I am talking about Roger Simkins, who has been 
subpenaed to testify. 

My motion is that all witnesses who have been supenaed to testify 
today who may be sitting in this room be sequestered during the ques- 
tioning of this witness. 

The Cuarrman. Any other witnesses who have been subpenaed and 
are present will retire until Major Barrett’s examination has been 
completed. 

Mr. Forp. Mr. Chairman, may I inquire if that camera [indicating] 
ison? The red lights indicate to me that it is on. 

The Cuatrman,. I do not know. But the cameramen have been re- 
quested not to photograph Major Barrett, counsel, or anybody else 
during the major’s examination. 

Mr. Forn. All right. 

Now, it has been stated that counsel will not be able to work under 
these lights, and Major Barrett has indicated that he does not wish 
to testify under these conditions, and in order to protect those pres- 
ent-—— 

Mr. Bauman. Major Barrett, do I understand that you have no 
obje ction to having your image televised but it is the presence of the 
microphones and the lights—— 

Mr. Barrerr. I obj i ct to my image being televised, I object to these 
lights and J obj ect to the « ‘contusion in the room here. such as that. 
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Mr. Bauman. Do I understand, sir, that you have no objection to 
the televising of people in the room other than yourself, provided the 
lights— 

Mr. Barrerr. That is my objection—that television be eliminated in 
this room while I am testifying. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, is the basis of your objection the fact that the 
lights and the microp fo annoy and distract you, sir? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, si 

Mr. Forp. Correct. 

Mr. Bauman. So that if the lights are turned down complete ‘ly and 
the microphones removed your objections will be satisfied ¢ 

Mr. Forp. In part. 

Mr. Barrervr. In part. 

The CuatrmMan. The lights will be turned down and the micro- 
phones will not be used while this witness is testifying. 

Senator Pastore. Mr. Chairman, I should like to indicate my per- 
sonal views on this subject. ‘Taking into account this witness’ experi- 
ence, I deem his objection to be rather frivolous and unfounded. How- 
ever, I understand the ruling of the Chair at the moment is in order 
to obtain his testimony and we will abide by that ruling. 

The Cuarmman. Thank you, Senator Pastore. 

Mr. Bauman. Major Barrett, on July 24, 1947, the Washington 
Post—— 

Mr. Barrerr. Just a minute, Mr. Bauman. I would like to make 
another statement, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Barrerr. At the outset of this inquiry, whether by counsel for 
the committee or any of the members of the subcommittee, any ques- 
tions answered by me will be answered only according to my best 
recollection and that will apply to each and every question asked me. 

May I respectfully point out that on many occasions here before I 
have testified under oath before various grand juries sitting in the 
District of Columbia as well as committees of the Congress, involving 
crime enforcement in the District of Columbia generally and with 
specific emphasis on gambling. On most of these occasions I had a 
recollection of immediate or recent events. I also had the benefit of 
official files and some personal notes which I do not have now, nor do 
I have access to for the purpose of refreshing my memory—a great 
many of my personal papers have been destroyed or lost. 

As far as my business or personal transactions are concerned I am 
also at a disadvantage because of records which are lost or destroyed 
and I have nothing to refresh my recollection with any degree of 
certainty. 

My answers to the questionnaire to the extent I furnished the in- 
tormation were made purely from memory in most instances and if my 

testimony about to be given in this hearing should show any variation 
from what was heretofore given I want to make clear that such should 
be due to lack of records or other pertinent data with which to refresh 
my memory now. The human mind could not—it could not be possible 
to retain a present recollection of what I have said or done over a period 
of the last several years. 

For that reason I want it understood that each answer give n by me 
hereafter must be deemed to be qualified and given accor ling to my 





best recollection. If there should be any conflict between my present 











6 CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


testimony and testimony given by me at any previous time which is 
brought to my attention, I ask the privilege of correcting the record 
to show the exact state of facts to the best of my recollection. 

Mr. Bauman. Major Barrett, you were served a subpena duces 
tecum of this committee calling upon you to produce your canceled 
checks, bank statements and check stubs. 

Mr. Barretr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you have those books? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir; I have everything I have. 

Mr. Bauman. Major Barrett, when were you appointed Major and 
Superintendent of Police? 

Mr. Barrerr. July 1, 1947. 

Mr. Bauman. About July 24, 1947, the Washington Post quoted you 
as saying [reading]: 

As the new police chief I want to make it clear at the start that gambling and 
prostitution will not be tolerated in this city. 

Did you make that statement, sir? 

Mr. Barrett. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you have any recollection of having made that 
pronouncement ? 

Mr. Barrerr. There are so many things in the Washington Post 
that it would be impossible for me to remember. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, you did, upon your appointment— - 

Mr. Barrerr. Many articles—there was a campaign started against 
me 2 days before I was appointed that continued from then on until 
today. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, did you want to make it clear, Major, that you 
would not tolerate gambling and prostitution in this city? 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t recall just the statement—as I said before, I 
don’t have any files—but I did make a statement to that effect. 

Mr. Bauman. What were the general conditions in Washington in 
July 1947 when you became Major and Superintendent? 

Mr. Barrerr. The gambling conditions in Washington are down 
to a minimum now, and I did everything that I possibly could as Chief 
of Police, starting July 1, 1947, to combat them. 

Mr. Bauman. What were those conditions at that time, sir? 

Mr. Barretr. What do you mean by that ? 

Mr. Bauman. If you were asked to describe the situation as respects 
numbers in the District of Columbia and bookmaking in the District 
of Columbia. was it widespread, was it rampant, was it organized? 

Mr. Barrerr. There were numbers—there was another name. They 
called it “policy.” When I was appointed a policeman in 1925, and 
later on, I believe 1928 or as I recall 1927 or 1928, they changed the 
name of its from “policy slips”’—from “policy” to “numbers.” 

Mr. Bauman. Was that a large enterprise in July 1947 in your 
opinion, Major? 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, there have been many different ones active 
in the numbers business, yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And among those who were active in the numbers 
business at the time you took office on July 1, 1947, who would you 
say would be the biggest operator in the District of Columbia ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t have any idea who would be the bigger. 

I want to make this clear right from the start. You are talking 
about the District of Columbia. The numbers are picked up by 
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pickup men in the District of Columbia but the headquarters for the 
number players were either in Maryland or Virginia. 

Mr. Bauman. I have that in mind. I am aware that in some 
instances that may be true and I have it in mind. 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t know of one—I cannot think of one at the 
time—I don’t-know of one that had headquarters in the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever hear of a man named Roger Simkins? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What is his business or occupation to the best of 
your knowledge, Major ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, the best of my knowledge is that he is a 
gambler. 

Mr. Bauman. And you would say 

Mr. Barrerr. And he runs a restaurant. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you say he is a big numbers gambler ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t know how big he is. My information is that 
he is a numbers operator. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, sir, you are aware of the difference between the 
man who stands on the street and writes numbers and the backer to 
whom he turns them in. Would you say that Roger Simkins was a 
numbers backer ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Only by reputation. 

Mr. Bauman. How about Emmitt Warring, what is his business 
or occupation ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Same thing. 

Mr. Bauman. How about Sam Beard? 

Mr. Barrerr. Sam Beard was a numbers gambler. 

Mr. BauMan (after pause). Have you finished your answer, sir? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you heard of a man named Abe Plisco, known 
as Jew Boy Dietz? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What is his occupation or business ? 

Mr. Barrerr. He has a reputation for the same thing, being a 
gambler and my understanding is that he has a business in Was shing- 
ton, flower business. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you say that Charles E. Nelson, Snags Lewis, 
Robert L. Nowland, Shep Shapiro—— 

Mr. Barrert. He is dead. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, ] know that. He lived, I believe, the first 2 years 
of your appointment—and Puddinhead Jones—are those names 
familiar to you? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Are they big numbers operators or gamblers in the 
District of Columbia who solicit numbers taken in the District of 
( eR 

Mr. Barretr. Well, that is my information, that information has 
been brought to me personally. I don’t know of any of them that I 
have ever seen violating the law, but that is the information, that they 
are. 

Mr. Bauman. Hew about Garry Quinn, is that name familiar to 
you t 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sit 
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Mr. Bacmax. What is his business or occupation ? 


Mr. Barrerr. He runs a club and he had the reputation of being a 
gambler at one time. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, we are agreed, are we not, Major. that we are 
not talking about any small-time operators, is that correct? These 
men all had the re puti ition of being big gamb lers in the District of 
Columbia ? 

Mr. Barret. Well, you were talking about Puddinhead Jones, 
and I would like to make it very clear that there have been articles 


in the hewspapel and so forth about him being big. That is not 
true: that is not true. He has been—he is a colored man, he has a 
grocery store and pe eiaualy I would say that he is a small operator. 
He | as been very friendly and very helyful to the police. 


M . At MAN. With that one EXCepuon (u0ugh you would agree 
that the other ones mentioned could be, in police parlance, classified 
as big operators, isn’t that correct 7 

Mr. Barrerr. They were—some of them have and some of them are 
out of it. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you think that gambling of this kind and on this 
scale is a serious problem in the District of Columbia ? 

Mr. Barretr. Sure. 

Mr. Bauman. And that numbers gambling is a form of organized 
crime? 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, it is organized within their own outfit. It is not 
one group. There has never been anything in Washington here that 
was organized, there has never been an organized group coming here 
to do anything that wasn’t arrested. 

Mr. Bauman. What you mean, I assume, is that within each organ- 
ization there is orgal lization. But you are s aying that the names I 
have 1 ead to the best of your knowledge are not formed into one syndi- 
cate iy hat what you mean? 

Mr. Barrerr. That is correct. Anybody can start in the numbers 
business. I know of a particular case where a prisoner was released 
from Lorton. Two of his friends that had been in Lorton had been 
out before him, they knew of the date he was to be released and waited 
for him and that afternoon they started in the numbers business. 

Mir. Bauman. You retired, I believe, in October, is that right ? 

Mr. Barrerr. November 30. 

Mr. Bauman. November 30, I beg your pardon. 

Senator Pasrorr. What year? 

Mr. Bauman. Of 1951, is that correct ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What would you estimate would be the weekly gross 
played on policy numbers in the District of Columbia for the first 11 
months of 1951? 

Mr, Barrerr. I have no idea 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever made any inquiries as to what that 
mierht pe? 

Mr. Barrerr. Others have. The gr: and juries and so forth have 
conducted investigations. We had a special grand jury here that had 
an investigation for 18 months, and there is another one in session 
right now. 

Mr. Bauman. What did vou do, sir? 


Mr. Barrerr. What did—— 
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Mr. Bauman. What did you do to determine the size, the area and 
the scope of this racket in the District of Columbia / 

Mr. Barrerr. I had orders issued that every policeman on the 
force has an oath to do his duty, from the private to my own self, 
when I was superintendent, and there were actieh for them to report 
suspected places immediately and take proper action, and that was 
done. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you say that that was substantially all the 
action you had taken in connection with the enforcement of the num- 
bers gainb ling law in the District ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I did everything I possibly could and I feel the Police 
Department did. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you not feel it a matter of vital importance to 
look into a racket the existence of which in this city is supposed to 
involve a gross figure of S100 million a year ? 

Mr. Barrerr. That is hearsay. 

Mr. Bauman. What do you think it was, sir? 

Mr. Barrert. I don’t know. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever make any effort to find out / 

Mr. Barrerr. Only what I heard at the grand jury and statements 
released to the press. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever consult with the United States At- 
torney ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. Many times. 

Mr. i}auman. In an effort to break up this racket at its sou 

Mr. Barrerr. Many times. 

Mr. Bauman. What was your recommendation in that connection? 

Mr. Barrer. I had went to Mr. Fay at one particular time and in 
fact before I sent mV man, Lieutenant. In spector biiek, over to— 
over to see Mr. Fay about the number of lea that the ay and juries 
were ignoring and that was either in April or May 1948. Inspector 
Blick was taken before a grand jury and this gr ind jury he wa: ‘taken 
before only had 5 days left. Immediately after that one went out, 
he was taken before another grand jury and he outlined to them and 
told them the difficulties that we were up against, and ther e were 
different articles as to why we were not getting the big man—that 
was the gist of most of the stories. 

Mr. Bauman. So that—— 

Mr. Barrerr. He explained to them that the big man did not oper- 
ate in the District, that he had headquarters in Maryland and Virginia, 

You could see an increase in indictments from then on. 

The next thing, shortly after that, was the early part of May, 'T 
think it was May 10, my mother at that time had died, was laid out 
and I got a call that Mr. Fay had petitioned Judge Laws for a special 
grand jury to go into gamb ling in the District of Columbia and ne: rby 
areas, which he did. which resulted in one or two raids here in the 
District of Columbia after 18 months and several arrests in Mary land. 

Mr. Bauman. What spec ific efforts did you make to place any man 
within the top organization of the numbers ring, such as that allegedly 
rim by Emmitt Warring and Roger Simkins or any of the other big 
numbers men I mentioned ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. What was that? 

Mr. Bauman. Do you want it repeated ? 


Mr. Barrerr. Yes. 
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Mr. Bauman. What specific efforts did you make to place one of 
your men within the organization of any big numbers ope ators so 
that instead of arresting the man on the street you could have in 
fact gotten the big shot at the top? Is the question clear, sir? 

Mr. Barrerr. It is impossible to place a man in any numbers man’s 
operation. They would not deal with a man they hadn’t practically 
known all their lives. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever try it? 

Mr. Barrerr. I personally did not but I know that the vice squad 
made every effort possible; we did everything that was possible. 

I gave authority to all commanding officers to use any men, any 
effort. The captains were issued an order in 1949, and after a meet- 
ing with all my inspectors and officials—I had the inspectors draw up 
a new gambling order and sent it out to the force, that they were to 
put the responsibility on the man on the beat, the corporal, the 
sergeant made them put the official in charge of the precinct in charge 
of gambling, most of all the captain, he was held responsibile, and 
on up the line—— 

Mr. Bauman. Well, aren't you familiar with the fact that in 
similar and perhaps more difficult situations other law enforcement 
agencies such as the Federal Bureau of Investigation have succeeded 
in putting their operatives within organizations, within illegal enter- 
prises, for the purpose of destroying them—isn’t that r ight ? d 

Mr. Barrerr. That is very true. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, Major—— 

Mr. Barrerr. We have had policemen, we have had policemen, 
rookie policemen that I have never seen, the minute they take the 
oath—sometimes they didn’t take the oath at police headquarters, 
they took it in other places so that they would not be shown or known, 
they were put in different spots. And I remember on one occasion 
that we had one in the Brass Rail, in Simkins’ place that worked as 
a dishw: asher for 2 or 3 weeks. 

Mr. Bauman. You would admit that an attempt to apprehend 
any major numbers criminal would have required a great deal of 
planning and cooperation at the top level, is that right ? ’ 

Mr. Barrett. We had it. 

Mr. Bauman. What specific efforts, specific efforts have you made 
to apprehend Emmitt Warring or any other big numbers man / 

Mr. Barrerr. We have made every effort possible and for the past 
8 years, I want to make it plain, Emmitt Warring has been investi- 

ated and under indictment I believe—investigated by the Internal 
Sonne. and men tailed ae and my information was that he spent 
most of his time around the courthouse, to be seen. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, the numbers operation, Major, involves pretty 
much, it involves adding machines, it involves having 15 or 20 adding 
machine operators, it is a business transaction—why didn’t you put 
somebody in those offices to get evidence to convict Emmitt Warring 
of the numbers racket / 

Mr. Barrerr. We used every undercover man it was possible to 
use and I gave authority to the vice squad, to the captains of the 
precincts, to use every man, to use as many as possible, even to trade 
men. <A captain in No. 1, if he knew a man in No. 4 who could make 
an arrest or get evidence in another precinct, he could do it without 
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even my consent, all he had to do was to take it up with the inspector 
in his district and it was done on many occasions. 
Mr. Bauman. Are you aware of the fact that the Davis committee 
in its report said that in recent years leaders in gambling enterprises 
have been unmolested by District law-enforceme nt authorities / 
Mr. Barrerr. Would you—— 
Mr. Bauman. Shall I repeat that? 
Mr. Barrerr. Yes; I didn’t hear it 
Mr. Bauman. Are you aware of the fact that the Davis committee 
in its report said that in recent years leaders in gambling enterprises 
have been unmolested by District of Columbia enforcement au- 
thorities / 
Mr. Barrerr. That is correct, the leaders of the enterprise hever 
operate in the District of Columbia. They had their headquarters 
in Maryland and some in Virginia and some of them as far as North 
Beach, 40 miles from here. 
Mr. Bauman. Well, let me ask you as a matter of law enforcement, 
Major, suppose there was a conspiracy to operate a numbers business 
and part of that conspiracy involved the use of agents within the 
District of Columbia, would that not make the person who was head of 
that, who never in fact set foot in the District of Columbia, guilty 
of a crime in the District / 
Mr. Barrerr. That is right, but we don’t have authority outside 
the District of Columbia. We are a little different here than any 
other city in the country. 
Immediately when we make an arrest—say we arrested Emmitt 
Warring on setting up a gaming table and brought him into head- 
quarters, shortly : afterward, we would have to have him arr aligned ; 
we lose all custody. Most of this time that you are talking to me 
about, there were investigations going on by the grand jury and they 
had highly trained investigators, and I told you a few minutes ago 
what the results were they had trucks around this city; they used 
every method possible. 
Mr. Bauman. Are you familiar with that section of the Davis com- 
mittee report which says [reading]: 





The apparent ease with which notorious characters known to the police and 
community to be professional gamblers going about unmolested without fear of 
the police * * * speaks of the degree of efficacy of police efforts and the 
other law-enforcement agencies in this city. 

Mr. Barrerr. I think when you find out more facts, what we had 
to go through to get convictions and get warrants on gambling, that 
you will agree that we had the toughest of any city in the country. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, let us look at— 

Mr. Barrerr. At one time I went to Mr. Fay—I started to tell you 
that before—and I told him that my men were upset about the news- 
papers writing about this case being thrown out and that one being 
thrown out—the men were m: iking arrests and the next morning, when 
they would go to court, no papers issued. 

1 had two of Mr. Fay’s men come over and called all my officials 
together—the vice squad, every official in the department, and I had 
them make statements to my men telling them what we had to have 
to obtain a warrant and to get a conviction in gambling, and it was 
surprising to find out [consulting with counsel Maher | 

Mr. Bauman. Isthat all; you have completed your answer 
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Mr. Barrerr. I had these two men come over to the schoolroom, the 
Training Division, and had all the officials there, and they gave them 
advice on what was expected and what they had to do, and some of 
the advice was to this effect—that if they saw, if one of my own men, 
even on the vice squad, saw a known numbers man on the street, a 
known one, one that had been arrested a week before or a month be- 
fore or one that had just gotten out on bail for numbers, if they saw 
him with a bag of numbers—if they saw that—in one case they called 
him over to the car and he came over and they said, “Charley,” or 
“Jim, what have you got?” And he said, “You know what I got.’ 
and they took the case to court and the judge in court said, “I 
don’t believe it,” and the case was dismissed. Their advice was to us, 
“Stop them today, take the numbers slips away from them and arrest 
them later.” 

Mr. Bauman. Major Barrett- 

Mr. Barrerr. Everything about gambling, the bond or anything 
that my men ran into, here in the District of Coldesbie 3 is different, 
as I have said several times before, than any place else. 

I can get a telephone call from the chief of police in Alexandria 
and he will tell me that there is a thief in a certain address on F Street 
that stole $60 over there, and my men have a right to go there, break 
the door down, and if necessary kill him, and the law is behind them. 

My men can go out and find a numbers headquarters and watch the 
men go in, watch them daily go in, and if they hear adding machines 
clicking from another premises, that is not enough to get a warrant. 

Mr. Bauman. Major Barrett, who was in command of No. 13 in the 
year before July 1947; was that Capt. Floyd Truscott ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I think it was, to the best of my recollection. 

Mr. Bauman. I should now like to have marked for identification 
records submitted to this committee by Maj. Robert V. Murray, Major 
and Superintendent of Police, showing the arrests for gambling fel- 
onles, and misdeme: maT and disorderly conduct from the period July 
1, 1946, to December 31, 1951. These records will be later identified 
and will be offered in dysacass at that time, but if counsel want to 
peruse them, they may. 

The Cuairman. They will be made part of the record. 

(The documents referred to are identified as “Exhibit No. 1” and 
are on file with the committee. ) 

Mr. Bauatay. Whom did you put in command of that precinct when 
you became Major: was that C aptain Bullock ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Captain Bullock remain in command there about 
214 years ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. To the best of my recollection—as I said, I don’t have 
records. . 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know the rate of gambling oa which were 
made in that particular precinct during the time Captain Bullock 
was commanding officer? 

Senator Wetkrr. Pardon me, are you speaking of precinct 13% 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. Would you tell us generally whet that precinct 
comprises ? 

Mr. Bauman. Do you have a map—— 
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Senator Wrecker. Tell us generally, just in a general way. I do not 
need a map. 
Mr. Barrert. It covers, Senator, it is on U Street between Ninth 
and Tenth NW., it goes over to Eighteenth Street NW., from 5 to 
Euclid, east to Second. 
Senator Weikxer. Thank you very much. 
Mr. Bauman. All right. I believe I asked if aig are aware of the 
gambling arrests m: ade duri ing that period under Captain Bullock’s 
direction. 
Mr. Barrerr. Well, without knowing what records you have got or 
not knowing you were ever going to ask me that question, I would say 
there were more arrests made while Captain Bullock was in the thir- 
teenth prec inct than there were while (¢ Captain Truscott was in charge, 
Mr. Baumas. Well, now—— 
Mr. Barrerr. I don’t know what records you have. 
Mr. Bauman. Would you be surprised if I would og you, Major, 
that in the fiscal year before 1947, the fiscal year prior to Inspector 
Truscott’s transfer, that 150 felony arrests and 162 ccudeaieacie ar- 
rests were made in the thirteenth precinet ¢ 
Mr. Barrerr. For serene! é 
Mr. Bauman. ron si 
Mr. Barrerr. I don’t rey -l mean, you are telling me. 
Mr. Bauman. During the first year of Captain Bullock’s administra- 
tion there were 77 felonies and 81 misdemeanors- 
Mr. Barrerr. What was the date of that, please / 
Mr. Bauman. July 1947 to July 30, 1948. 
Mr. Barrerr. That was Inspector Bullock’s 4 
Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir; there were 77 felonies and 81 misdemeanors 
and that is only 60 percent of the previous year—— 
Mr. Barrerr. The answer to that, Mr. Bauman, is that a special 
grant jury started at that time and gambling went down in that 
precinct. 
_ Mr. Bauman. Well, in the second year, under Captain Bullock, only 
2 felonies and 30 misdemeanor arrests were made, which was less th: mn 
50 percent of his first year and only 20 percent of Captain Truscott’s 
year; is that correct ? 
Mr. Barrerr. As I told you before, there were more men assigned 
to gambling when Inspector Bullock was there and they had this 
special grand jury that ran for 18 months, and also, that is taking 
6 months of 1947 and the year of 1948. 
Mr. Bauman. Are you aware of the fact that while Captain Bul- 
lock’s arrest records were going down in felonies and misdemeanors 
there were 481 disorderly conduct arrests—and vou and I know, do 
we not, that is the procedure, for bail, for the man to put up money 
and walk out , 
Mr. Barrerr. That has been the procedure for many a year, and if 
you don’t have a warrant and if you run in a colored crap game, you 
can do as much harm by locking all 
Mr. Bauman. I should like to make it clear that the 481 tigure 
excludes all crap games; and I should also like to ask you if under 
Captain Bullock’s administration this did not have the effect that 
these gamblers who operated would put up bail and walk out, instead 
of arresting them for misdemeanors as Captain Truscott had done? 
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Mr. Barrett. Well, I am telling you now, as I have told you before, 
there was a big difference between Captain Bullock and Inspector 
Truscott ; in the thirteenth precinct there was more crime, there was 
more vicious crime committed, and Captain Bullock had good officials 
and they did an excellent job 

Mr. Bauman. Did you become aware of the fact that Captain 
Bullock accepted collateral in an overwhelming majority of gambling 
cases ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. It is a procedure that would not come to my at- 
tention—if a person was brought in that had some kind of—he 
couldn’t take it for numbers or anything like that, the only time he 
could run collateral is for four or five men shooting in a crap game. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, you would be interested in the normal arrest 
records of this precinct ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I had inspectors in charge checking; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And you, yourself, would be interested ? 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And you would have noticed a decline like this, 
would you not? 

Mr. Barrerr. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. And you 

Mr. Barrerr. And I was in the grand jury that was investigating. 
several times. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever talk with Captain Bullock about this, 
Major? 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, I thought that there were more arrests, more 
good work done while Major Bullock was there than any time I 
have known of, and Inspector Truscott was not in No. 13 a long 
time and was taken out and went to No. 2. 

Mr. Bauman. DoI understand your answer to mean that a situation 
where a gambler could walk up and offer collateral of $25 or some 
figure like that 

Mr. Barrerr. For what? You will have to tell me the charge. 

Mr. Bauman. On numbers. 

Mr. Barrerr. And the case. I mean, there are orders that you take 
bond, but if it is some crap game—— ; 

Mr. Bauman. Well, you have been in the Department for a long 
time, and when I use the term “disorderly conduct” you know the 
kind of arrest I am talking about. 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, I have known that for years and I have run 
in many men myself for disorderly conduct, on many occasions, when 
you cannot get a warrant, when you go in—in other words, when you 
crash it and you break it up—that has been done, and it was done 
before I was ever a policeman. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know who was the commanding officer at 
No. 13 from January 1, 1950, to December 31, 1951—would it re- 
fresh your recollection if I told you it was Captain Chenault? 

Mr. Barrert. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you aware of the fact that in that 2-year period 
only 2 felony arrests and 17 misdemeanor arrests were made in that 
precinct throughout 2 years. 

Mr. Barrerr. Captain Chenault was one of the best. officials that 
ever hit this Police Department, one of the cleanest, finest, capable 
men. 
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Mr. Bauman. I haven't said that he wasn’t, but I am asking whether 
you became aware of this. 

Mr. Barrerr. No; I don’t know. I don’t know what reports you’ve 
got or what records you’ve got. 

Mr. Bauman. But counsel is at perfect liberty to look at them. 
Do I understand you to say, Major, that insofar as No. 13 was con- 
cerned, that although arrests fell from 130 felonies to 2 felonies, 
from 162 misdemeanors to 7 misdemeanors, that that never occurred 
to you? 

Mr. Barrerr. What did the vice squad do? 

Mr. Bauman. We will come to the vice squad, Major, very soon. 

Mr. Barrerr. What did they do in that particular precinct in that 
time? I mean it’s a possibility that they worked together and the 
vice squad handled it, and men that are assigned to vice, when they 
cooperate they generally handle it on account of shortage of person- 
nel and so forth. 

Mr. Bauman. The over-all record of the Department will show 

what the vice squad did, but I am asking you whether or it you 
became aware of this decline of arrests in No. 13. You said “No.” 
1 wanted to ask you what you did about it. Did you ever talk to any 
of these commanding officers, Bullock and Chenault, and ask them 
what the reason for the decline from 130 to 2 felonies and 162 mis- 
demeanors to 7 was 

Mr. Barrerr. My best answer to that is things didn’t exist that 
existed before. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you mean that you think you had so successfully 
handled the numbers situation in that time and the gambling situa 
tion that in 2 years only two felony arrests could be made in that 
precinct ? 

Mr. Barretr. They had a good man in charge and they used other 
men. They used uniformed men in front of places that were violating 
the gambling and whisky laws, and personally, without going into 
any records or anything, my best belief is that it was cut ‘way down. 

Mr. Bauman. No. 13 is well known for being at the center of 
gambling in this city, - it not? 

Mr. Barrerr. No. 13 is one of the crime centers of Washington. 

Mr. Bauman. Including gambling? 

Mr. Barrerr. It is one of the busiest precincts in the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. Bauman. Including gambling; is that right, Major? 

Mr. Barrerr. There is gambling ; yes. There is narcotics arrests. 

Mr. Bauman. And in 2 years in that precinct, showing a record 
of two felony arrests, you felt that was a satisfactory arrest “record ! 

Mr. Barrerr. I never felt it. I didn’t know it. I don’t know 
where you got that record, but I ia like to see the record of the 
vice squad as to what they had done. 

Mr. Bauman. We will come to the vice squad, Major. Now, do you 
know who the commanding officer of No. 3 was from before July of 
1947, and would it refresh your recollection if I told you it was Cap- 
tain Wallrodt ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And on July 1, 1948, Captain Richitt succeeded Cap- 
tain Wallrodt; is that correct? 

Mr. Barrerr. That is what you are telling me. You have the dates, 
I don’t. 
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Mr. Bauman. Sir, you were the major. Do you know? 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t know the dates. You’ve got them before 
you. That is what I said in my statement, that I don’t have those 
facts before me like I used to. I feel that that is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. I want to assure you that I am not making any effort 
to mislead you. 

Mr. Barrerr. No; I don’t think you are, but I just have to take 
for granted that ve uare telling me the right dates. 

Mr. Bavatan. Captain Richitt stayed in command of No. 3 until 
March 1 of 1950: is that correct? Is that in accordance with your 
best aoa ‘tion, Major? 

Mr. Barrerr. I feel it is. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, do you know that under Captain Wallrodt 
from July of 1946 to July of 1947 there were 43 felony and 44 mis- 
demeanor arrests for gambling made under Wallrodt? 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, that may be true. If Inspector Wallrodt ar- 
rested that many, they possibly moved from there to Maryland or some 
place else, I mean some other part of the city. 

Mr. Bauman. In the second year under Captain Wallrodt they were 
still there in sufficient numbers so that he could arrest 56 for felonies 
and 59 for misdemeanors the following year. 

Mr. Barrerr. What was the date on that again, Mr. Bauman? 

Mr. Bauman. From July of 1946 to July of 1947 under Captain 
Wallrodt’s command, 43 felony and 44 misdemeanor arrests were 
made. From July 1947 to July 1948 when Captain Richitt was in com- 
mand, 56 felonies and 59 misdemeanor arrests were made in that 
precinct. 

Mr. Barrerr. There was quite a difference in the gambling situation 
in Washington from about 1944 until 1947. I think that that will 
answer it. 

At that time there were places operating with barred doors, with 
peep holes and different headquarters, but from ’47 there is very few 
If they had a crap game, they changed it to floating crap games. The) 
would have it in No. 3 tonight, No. 9 tomorrow night and some other 
precinct the next nia if they had it. So that has been our situation 
since 1947, 

Mr. Bauman. Sir, are you aware that in Captain Richitt’s first year 
in command of that precinct. or were you aware when you were major, 
that during Captain Richitt’s first year in that precinct not one felon) 
and not one misdemeanor gambling arrest was made? 

Mr. Barrerr. That was brought out at the Davis Committee. 

Mr. Bauman. Right. 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And did you think that the gambling situation had so 
improved in that precinct that it was impossible to apprehend one 
criminal of that kind in that precinct? 

Mr. Barrerr. That was brought out. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you do anything about it in that first year! 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What did you do? 

Mr. Barrerr. I transferred Captain Richitt. 

Mr. Bauman. When did you transfer him, after the Davis Com- 
mittee hearings when that was brought out / 
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Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. I have the dates of when Richitt was trans- 
ferred: called for special reports. I gave the report of that to the 
Davis Committee. 

I prepared the reports for them, gave them to them, and immediately . 
when I did it was called to my attention about no arrests in No. 3 and 
No. 7 

I called on them immediately afterward to get me reports to head- 
quarters that morning, the next morning as to why, and then the fol- 
lowing day I called them in and talked to both Captain Richitt and 
Captain Beach about no arrests, but the vice squad had made several, 
and they had made several with disorderly conduct, and so forth, and 
the result was 

Mr. Bauman. What did you do about that during the 15 months 
before you transferred Captain Richitt¢ He was in that precinct for 
15 months, the first 12 of which not one arrest of this kind was made, 
but a number of disorderly conduct cases were made. What did you do 
about that during the first year ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, that is a situation the same as No. 13. The vice 
squad made arrests and we had a record of what was done. 

Mr. Bauman. Sir, you wouldn’t say, would you, that the total of 
vice squad arrests in C aptain Richitt’s precinct together with the I: ick 
of arrests made under C apt ain Richitt would begin to total the amount 
of arrests made under Captain Wallrodt in that precinct, would you! 

Mr. Barrerr. There were different times I told you before when 
Captain Wallrodt was commanding officer of No. 3 than it was when 
Captain Richitt was. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, times were not so different—— 

Mr. Barrerr. Mr. Bauman, it was brought out over at the Davis 
committee, and I forgot it and it was just called to my attention, that 
Richitt made a statement while testifying over there that he felt that 
it wasn’t his duty to enforce vice, and orders were brought to his at- 
tention by me at that time. That is in the testimony that I know you 
have. 

Mr. Bauman. I have no doubt that that is in the record, but did 
you not during 15 months once call Captain Richitt in, or during the 
first 12 months call Captain Richitt in and ask him what was going 
on there on the subject of gambling? Did you call him in, sir, and did 
you ask him ? 

Mr. Barrerr. About gambling / 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t recall. We did have meetings at headquarters 
in regards several times to gambling. We did have a meeting of cap- 
tains and inspectors and it was brought out in that testimony that he 
had authority to call on anybody, use any help, use any method possi- 
ble, but it was brought out over there that he didn’t understand the 
order at that trme. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, but as you, yourself, have said on occasion, 
Major, regardless of what inspector you place in charge of gambling or 
what personnel you had assigned, you said gambling would still be 
under your supervision; is that not right ? 

Mr. Barrerr. All crime is under my supervision. 

Mr. Bauman. That’s correct. 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Bauman. And did you, I am asking you again, in the 12-month 
period in which Captain Richitt made no arrests in his precinct, call 
him in? Did you ask him about it? Did you try to ascertain the 
reason whiy ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. I knew nothing about that information I gave the 
Davis committee until we gathered it and turned it over to them. I 
have the date here that it was called to my attention. I got that infor- 
mation and gave it tothem. I gave it to the Davis committee. 

Mr. Bauman. Who was the commanding officer—let me see if I can 
refresh your recollection. Was Captain Heflin the commanding officer 
of No. 3 from mid-September of 1950 until the end of 1951? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you aware that in these 15 months in the same 
precinct which Captain Ritchitt made this record about which I have 
spoken to you, that Captain Heflin supervised 10 felony arrests and 
102 misdemeanor arrests? Had the situation again changed back to 
where gambling was rearing its ugly head in that precinct ? 

Mr. Barrer. It could have, but I had many conversations with 
Captain Heflin. I had one with him right after the time I talked to 
Richitt as for the report, and I didn’t get the report, and he at that 
time had quite a lengthy report of arrests that he had made for 
gambling. 

Mr. Bauman. Who had such a report? 

Mr. Barrett. Heflin. It wasn’t felony cases but it was arrests made. 
1 met him at a fire, 6 o’clock in the morning, and I talked to him about 
me having a conversation with Richitt, and asked him why I hadn’t 
got that report, and he said he hadn’t heard about it. He said that he 
would go back, and he fixed the report up, so I would rather for you, 
which you can, clear for him. 

Mr. Bauman. Sir, you have testified about that conversation per- 
taining to Captain Richitt making that report before the Davis com- 
mittee; isn’t that right? That is the same conversation you have testi- 
fied to? 

Mr. Barrerr. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. All I have said to you, Major, is to ask you, Did not 
Captain Heflin’s arrest record in 15 months of 109 felonies and 102 
misdemeanors indicate that during Captain Richitt’s administration 
of that precinct, the gambling situation must have been precisely the 
same, but merely that Captain Heflin found a more energetic solution 
to the problem? 

Mr. Barrert. It could have been a change. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember any suc sh chs ange 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t know. I wasn’t captain. I was at headquar- 
ters, but I know this: That Captain Heflin hi as done an excellent job. 

I put him in charge as acting captain of No. 3, and he did an excel- 
lent job, and let him pick his personnel that he wanted, talked to him 
about the personnel I was sending him, and he came to me many a time 
and wanted different personnel changes. which I did. I coope erated 
with him every way I possibly could. 

Mr. Bauman. Major Barrett, from August of 1947 until April of 


1s}. ‘1. a period of 44 months, Capt. Beverly Beach was in command 
of No.7 i; 1s that correct ? 
Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir; I think it is. 
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Mr. Bauman. And I think it was likewise developed at the Davis 
committee hearings that during the 44 months of his command Cap- 
tain Beach’s men made a total of three felony and three misdemeanor 
arrests for gambling; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. That is what the record shows, to the best of my 
recollection, at that time, but I might state that that is a different 
section than any section of the city, Geor getown. 

Mr. Bauman. Does that strike you as an adequate arrest record ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. There is very little gambling over there. I was a 
lieutenant over there in 1939, and I knew of no gambling. 

Mr. Bauman. Is it your theory that there is no gambling there ‘ 

Mr. Barrerr. I say it is very little. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that section known as Warring territory ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, that is what newspapers and all have made it, 
but it is not true. When I was there Warring wasn’t there, and from 
different things that have come out it’s not. He lives in that neigh 
borhood and hangs out in that neighborhood, but there is today very 
little gambling in 1 that precinct. 

You can go . back for a number of years with all the captains and 
find out that there is very few arrests. The reason for it, it is a dif- 
ferent class of people over in Georgetown than any part of Wash- 
ington. When I was a lieutenant there, you would see the same people 
every day, and they would let you know if a stranger got in that 
neighborhood. 

Mr. Bauman. After Captain Beach was transferred from No. 7, you 
placed him in command of No. 2 for 4144 months; is that right ‘ 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And would you say the situation with regard to gam 
bling in No. 2 is the same as it was in No. 7? 

Mr. Barrer. No. I thought that the gambling situation—that he 
did a pretty good job in No. 2. 

Mr. Bauman. No. 2, as a matter of fact, is a real hotbed of numbers 
operations, isn’t it? 

Mr. Barrerr. No. 2, No. 13. 

Mr. Bauman. No. 2 is one of the real centers of numbers operations ; 
is that correct, Major? 

Mr. Barrerr. It’s just like I told you. No. 2 and No. 13 are th 
crime spots of Washington. 

Mr. Bauman. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Barrett. You have a policeman in every block, front and back, 
and there still would be crimes committed there. 

Mr. Bauman. During the 4%4 months Captain Beach was in com- 
mand of No. 2, there were 13 felony arrests aiid 20 misdemeanor ar- 
rests. Did that seem to you like an adequate arrest record for that 
precinct ? 

Mr. Barrert. Give me the dates again. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. It would be for 4 months, 414 months 
after April 1951. That would be April, May, June, July, part of 
August. 

Mr. Barrert. I feel that there was a good job done there. 

Mr. Bauman. That 13 felonies and 20 misdemeanors in 414, months 
in No. 2 isa good job? 

Mr. Barretr. By that precinct, yes, sir; although the vice squad— 
now you are going around the bush. You are talking about No. 2 
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and yet we have a very active vice squad that has authority to go into 
each precinct, and maybe the people are not even booked at No. 2 but 
are taken to police headquarters. 

Mr. Bauman. Sir, we shall come to the vice squad. 

Mr. a Well, I am trying to explain it to you. 

Mr. Bauman. Now from July of ta to January 1950, Captain 
Clyde Strange was in command of No. 2, is that right, roughly ? 

Mr. Barrett. 1946 to 1950, yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And has been in command of No. 12 from January 
1950 to the present time, is that correct ? 

Mr. Barretr. That is right. 

Mr. Baum. While he was commanding officer of No. 12 for the past 
2 years, are you aware of the number of arrests made under Captain 
Strange’s command? 

Mr. Barrett. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know that there was only one felony arrest 
and five misdemeanor gambling arrests made within the past 24 
months ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, now you are going to an outlying section that 
has all the colleges and so forth, and since the crime hearing, the 
Kefauver crime hearings, and there are no violations in Maryland 
since they have gotten very active. I don’t know myself of one gam- 
bling place in No. 12. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, in 1948 in that precinct there were 44 arrests 
made for felonies and 50 for misdemeanors. Would that surprise 
you, Major? 

Mr. Barrett. That is possible; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And didn’t it seem strange to you that after that 
situation had occurred, that there should be a case where only one 
felony and five misdemeanors would be made within 2 years? 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, it is going to be worse than that next year if 
you get the records that are going on now, because there are hardly 
any violations in Washington at present. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, are you saying there are hardly any violations 
in Washington generally / 

Mr. Barrerr. I mean for gambling. 

Mr. Bauman. That is not due to police effort, is it, Major? 

Mr. Barrerr. It is due toa law that we needed. 

Mr. Bauman. That is correct. 

Mr. Barrerr. And if we had the law in 1947 it would be the same 
situation then that it is now. 

Mr. Bauman. The record has nothing to do with the enforcement 
by the police ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Barrerr. The law is the answer. We needed it. I told you 
about going to the district attorney. The district attorney did every- 
thing he possibly could, but your home is your castle, and you have 
to have certain facts before you get a search warrant, and that’s been 
the thing. At that time the headquarters, I told you, Was Maryland. 
No. 12 was catehine them going into Marvland in the scout ears. 
That is not happening today. That’s the difference. 

Mr. Bauman. Now when No. 14 was created July 1 of 1948 you 
assigned Captain cae ; is that correct ¢ 


Mr. Barrrrr. Yes, s 
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Mr. Bauman. He remained in command of No. 14 from July 
1948, to January 1, 1950. 

Senator WELKER. M: ay I ask the witness, Will you tell us where 14 is? 

Mr. Barrerr. No. 14 is out east of the Potomac River. It is 
Pennsylvania Avenue one side and Maryland the other, and District 
line the other. 

Senator WeLtkxer. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, ne a oa and a half that Captain 
Murphy was in command of No. 14, there were only three felony 
arrests and nine misdemeanor eae made, and all of these were made 
October 25, November 3 and 5 of 1948, by only three policemen. Are 
you aware of that? 

Mr. Barrerr. | was partly aware of it from facts that came out 
at the grand jury. 

Mr. Bauman. What did you do about it ? 

Mr. Barrerr. It just came out at this grand jury. 

Mr. Bauman. Do I understand, Major Barrett, that generally 
speaking until these things came out before either the grand jury, the 
Davis committee, or some other inquiry, you were never aware of 
them?’ Is that right 

Mr. Barrerr. Oh, yes; I’ve been aware and been alerted on practi- 
cally every crime that was committed in Washington. 

Mr. Bauman. But were you aware of the arrest records for gam- 
bling of these men that I have read to you before they were brought 
out either by grand jury, Davis committee, or this committee ’ 

Mr. Barretr. Well, compare them with other years. 

Mr. Bauman. I have tried to do that, sit 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, that is the way to do it. No. 14 is an outlying 
precinct similar to ae 12. 

Mr. Bauman. Sir, I don’t like to repeat the question, but I would 
just like to ask you again, were you aware of the arrest menor ee of 
these commanding officers before the vy were brought out either by the 
Davis committee, the grand jury, or this committee ? 

Mr. Barretr. Yes, sir; I had records made out. I had records made 
up, had daily records before me, had every suspected piace that came 
in, but there wasn’t that I know of a lot of gambling in No. 14. It’s 
a precinct that you would go through going to M: land. 

It’s built up now quite a bit in the past 8 or 4 years, and it caused 
me at that time that Captain Murphy took over, to have to divide it. 
I had to go to Congress. We had one precinct handling both No. 
11 and 14, and that precinct covered everything east of the Potomac 
River, which was an awful territory to cover. We today don’t have 
sufficient men to cover it properly. 

Mr. Bauman. What specific action, sir, did you take in the case of 
Captain Bullock when you became acquainted with his arrest record, 
in the case of Captain Murphy when you became aware of his arrest 
record in gambling, in the case of Inspector Beach when you became 
aware of his gamb ling arrest record? What did you do? What, 
specifically, did you do ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. I issued new orders. I issued an order in 1949 that 
instead of reporting suspected places monthly, report them immedi- 
ately to put an official of the precinct in charge of vice, Nae to use any 
methods, any personnel in the Department to handle it. 1 ake such 
an order here, and I feel that you have one 
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Mr. Bauman. I have read the order. Is that all you did on this job? 

Mr. Barrerr. Had meetings with the captains, and so forth. 

Mr. Bauman. But you did not transfer any of those men, did you, 
with the exception of C aptain Richitt, and that was some 15 months 
after he had been in the precinct, is that correct, sir? 

Mr. Barretr. Murphy went to No. 14 as a brand new captain. 

Mr. Bauman. Sir, lam talking about Captain Richitt. I think you 
may not have heard me. 

Mr. Barrerr. You just got through asking me about Murphy and 
I was trying to explain that. 

Mr. Batman. Would you read the last question that I asked ? 

(The reporter read back the last question. ) 

Mr. Bauman. Actually it was 21 months, it wasn’t 15 months that 
he was in that precinct, isn’t that right, Major ? 

Mr. Barrett. I am taking your word that he was. He was in No. 9 
prior to that. 

Mr. Bauman. It never occurred to you that he might be transferred 
for his failure to take a more aggressive attitude toward the making 
of gambling cases, did it? 

Mr. Barrett. I told you that the situation changes. There was a 
difference in No. 3 precinct as far as gambling was concerned in the 
years that Wallrodt was there than the years that Richitt was there 
and Heflin. They moved back and forth. They go out of business, 
and it’s the situation that confronts you that you have to know about. 

Mr. Bauman. Do I understand that you were satisfied with the 
gg nee men in this connection ? 

Barrert. No; I am not satisfied. I was surprised when I gave 
ie ‘Savis committee records and showed that there was no arrests 
made by No. 3 and No. 7, but personally knowing, and being a lieu- 
tenant in No. 7, I know that there is very little gambling. 

I heard of one that was a gambler and restaurant, and I put special 
men on t! iat to get him, and that was the only place that I knew in 
No. 7. It’s Georgetown College and other places over there. As I 
told you, the neighborhood i is a different neighborhood than any in 
the city. The people notice everybody. 

You see the same faces all the time, and you can walk down the 
street as a lieutenant and find out in 5 minutes everything that’s going 
on in the precinct. You see the same people every day. There have 
been many captains over there—I am taking No. 7—and something 
came out that we checked back for a number of years and there w as 
very little, very few arrests for as far as 10 or 12 years back in No. 7. 

Mr. Bauman. Captain Jeffries was comm: nding officer of No. 9 tor 
4 ve a's before July 1948, is that right ? 

Ir. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And he was promoted to inspector at about that. 
time, wasn’t he? 

Mr. Barrert. That’s correc t. 

Mr. Bauman. At the time he was promoted to inspector, were you 
aware of the fact that from July of 1946 until April of 1948 there 


were only two felony gambling arrests and six misdemeanor arrests 
made in No. 9? 


Mr. Barrerr. 1946 to 1948? 
Mr. Bauman. Yes. sir. 


~anetnentllll 
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Mr. Barretr. Well, that is by No. 9, but I am still saying that the 
vice squad—you are not telling me what the record of arrests that the 
vice squad made is. It’s possible that the precinct didn't have a chance, 
that the vice squad had made the arrests. I don’t know. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you say that that arrest record indicates the 
kind of aggressive police action that is required to knock gambling out 
of a city hike this? 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, you’ve got to know the precinct. If gambling 
exists and there is no arrests, it’s bad, but if it don’t exist, it’s not, but 
gambling in No. 9, 1 was born and raised there, and No. 9 is not what 
other precincts are that we have. 

Mr. Bauman. You have mentioned the vice squad a number of 
t imes——— 

Senator Wetker. Counsel, would you let me interrupt. 

Will you go a little deeper into that, Major Barrett. Why isn’t 
No. 9 like the other precincts ? 

Mr. Barretr. Well, No. 9, there are certain streets in No. 9, for 
instance H Street NE, Fifteenth and H has alwavs been more or less 
a hang-out for gamblers, and I myself know that the vice squad has 
taken a lot of action out there. 

sack when I was a detective I was working on a case. There was 
a gambling joint that a hold-up man was in. We covered it, went 
in there and got a few, brit they come and go. They come and go. 
There may be in a private home somebody writing numbers , but as 
far as any big gambling joints; there’s only been very few in No. 9. 
IT would say offhand since 1940, 10 or 12. 

Senator Weiker. Thank you. 

Mr. Bauman. I believe you mentioned the vice squad, Major Bar- 
rett. Would you for the benefit of the committee outline the vice 
squad, its formation, of whom it consists, and what it) duties are, gen- 
erally ? 

Mr. Barrerr. The vice squad is assigned to headquarters, and under 
the direction of Inspector Blick since Major Callahan was Chief, in 
fact he was appointed, I think, in January 1947, either January or 
June, and he has the authority to use, to go to the rookie school, to pick 
any number of men that he can use. His job is to « eee ate with the 
captains of the precincts, and has the city at large to enforce gambling, 
vice, and other violations. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you aware of the fact, Major te tt, that dur- 
ing the first 3 months of your administration, the vice squad made no 
felony arrests for violation of the gambling laws? 

Mr. Barrer. The first 3 months of my administration, my time 
was taken up writing reports about investigations that a certain news- 
paper was putting on. No, I can’t say about that. It started 2 days 
before I took office, continued for 3 or 4 months, and hasn’t stopped 
today. 

Mr. Bauman. I take it your answer is, sir, that you were not aware 
of the fact that during your first 3 months, the vice squad did not make 
any felony arrests; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Barrertr. That’s right, but I made many changes on the vice 
squad. You have the names, so I understand, of all the different 
members that have been on the vice squad. 

Mr. Bauman. What is the basis of your understanding that I have 
the names of everybody who has been on the vice squad, Major? 
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Mr. Barrerr. Do I have to reveal what the basis is? I thought you 
eo have to give out information that you received. 

fr. Bauman. I will withdraw the question. 

New during the months of January, February, and March of 1948 
the vice squad—and the vice squad ranges throughout te city, 
throughout the city, isn’t that correct—made a total of 2 2 felony 
arrests and 16 misdemeanor arrests. 

Mr. Barrerr. That was when ¢ 

Mr. Bauman. In January, February, and March of 1948. 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Their total activity consisted of 22 felonies and 16 
misdemeanors; isthat right ¢ 

Mr. Barrer. Yes, sir; that is what you are telling me. 

Mr. Bauman. Would the fact of the so-called Brass Rail shooting 
have accounted in any way for that spurt of activity ? 

Mr. Barrerr. For what ¢ 

Mr. Bauman. For that number of arrests being made in that 3- 
month period ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t understand why you would ask me that ques- 
tion for that 3 months. I can answer you, I am prepared to answer 
you very plainly about the Brass Rail. 

Mr. Bauman. Sir? 

Mr. Barrerr. I am prepared to answer you very plainly about the 
Brass Rail, but I don’t get the idea of you asking me from January 
to what month of 1948 ? 

Mr. Bauman. Through March of 1948. 

Mr. Barrerr. Three months. No, I don’t recall. May 1948 is the 
time that we started the 18 months’ grand jury, and that is the time 
that I have testified to that I sent Inspector Blick to Mr. Fay to talk 
to him about the cases not being held, and he took him before one 
grand jury that was in 3 days, and then took him before the second 
grand jury. 

Mr. Bauman. The Brass Rail shooting occurred on January 8, 1948, 
is that correct? Was that case tied in with any fight about numbers, 
to your knowledge ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, when I heard about the Brass Rail shooting, it 
was another shooting to me. I did get a call every morning from 
the lieutenant in charge of the Detective Bureau, and he told me that 
particular morning at 7 o’clock that there had been a shooting at 
Seventh and §S, the Brass Rail, that the bartender was shot while in- 
side by a man outside, and he in return shot the man outside. 

That went on fora day ortwo. It was just another shooting, which 
we have thousands of a year, but other things developed that caused 
that —_ to be investigated thoroughly by Chief Murray, Inspector 
Scott, Captain Strange, members of the homicide squad. "It was pre- 
sented to the grand jury and was tried in court. Both defendants 
were tried the same time in court. 

Mr. Bauman. Wasn’t it the fact that that shooting arose, or wasn’t 
it your information, Major, that that shooting arose out of the fact 
that a numbers operator named Piggy Leake went looking for Roger 
Simkins, another known numbers operator, to shoot him beeause Sim- 
kins was running Leake out of the numbers business? Sir, is that 
your information ? 
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Mr. Barrerr. Let me explain it to you. Piggy Leake, it was later 
brought to my attention, was one of the defe ndants, was the one shot 
outside. I’ve never seen him, don’t know him. 

Nelson was the name of the one shot inside. It did develop and 

‘ame to my attention that something lke that had happened, that it 
de veloped from an argument about the numbers bus‘ness. That was 
information given to Captain Strange by a Colored detective. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you, then, after this shooting, insist on more 
rigid or tighter enforcement of the gambling laws than you had in 
the past ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. What date was that / 

Mr. Bauman. I say after the Brass Rail shooting. 

Mr. Barrerr. What date was that? 

Mr. Bauman. It was on January 8, 1948. 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you then issue orders that you wanted a more 
stringent enforcement campaign / 

Mr. Barrerr. I issued orders, and there is a general order issued 
dated 1949. We had several meetings, but this shooting that you refer 
to and which I had information was a result of gambling, it wasn’t 
Simkins that was being shot at because he was in Cleveland. 

Mr. Bauman. Right, but Leake had gone there to shoot Simkins 
who was in Cleveland. 

Mr. Barrerr. He didn’t, because Simkins wasn't there. He shot 
the bartender. 

Mr. Bauman. That is why Nelson got shot, because Simkins wasn't 
there, isn’t that right ? 

Mr. Barrerr. It developed that Leake was drunk, and there was a 
thorough investigation made by the top officials of the department, 
the captain of that precinct, and the case was presented to the grand 
jury, and was tried in court. 

Mr. Bauman. Sir, coming down after March—I am trying to go 
through 1948; I think I have already pointed out that in January, 
February, and March there were a total of 22 felonies and 16 misde- 
meanors—in April the vice squad made only 1 arrest, is that right? 

Mr. Barrerr. April of what year / 

Mr. Bauman. 1948, sir. 

Mr. Barrerr. That was the time, yes, sir, that I sent Inspector 
Blick over to see Mr. Fay, that is to go before the grand jury, be- 
cause practically every case that we would go in court with that they 
would throw out, the newspapers were coming out with headlines 
about it. We tried to correct it. 

Senator Weiker. Pardon me. If an arrest had been made though, 
there would have been a record of it, isn’t that true, Major / 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. Regardless of whether or not the case was thrown 
out of court / 

Mr. Barrerr. That's right. 

Mr. Bauman. Now in May 1948, in June 1948, in July 1948 and 
in August 1948 would it refresh your recollection, Major, if I were 
to tell you that there was not one single felony or misdemeanor gam- 
bling arrest made by the vice squad / 

Mr. Barrerr. That could be 1 very plain. I told you that that is 
when the special grand jury started. There were special investigators 
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put out by the district attorney, and gambling practically cut down 
in Washington then like it is today. 

Mr. Bauman. It was during that period that you countermanded 
orders issued by Inspector Truscott in placing a man before an estab- 
lishment on Florida Avenue—— 

Mr. Barrerr. The man was killed. I know the case. I remember 
the case. The man was killed in an automobile accident I believe out 
on Bladensburg Road, and it was brought out in the newspapers that 
he was a gambler and that he and his wife had a place, and I was on 
leave. 

Inspector Truscott called me and told me that he was putting a man 
there. I knew that Mr. Fay had these investigators out. I said, “Why 
put him there? Let him see what goes on. Maybe he has somebody 
in there. Why put him there? Why tip him off? Let him get him.” 

Mr. Bauman. Didn’t you feel that the harassment of numbers 
operators or gamblers of this kind was a desirable thing 

Mr. Barrerr. I have done it. I have used it, yes, sir, many many 
times, but on that particular 

Mr. Bauman. In this instance you countermanded Inspector Trus- 
cott’s orders? 

Mr. Barrertr. Yes, sir. There were headlines about this particular 
gambler being killed. The newspapers—there is one of them in the 
room here that was up interviewing his wife, and it was quite a story 
about it, and I didn’t want to do anything—I was on leave but I 
talked to him on the phone about it. I said, “Why put somebody in 
front of the place, tip him off, let him see it, see what goes on?” 

Mr. Bauman. Now during July, August, and September when there 
was no—lI believe you asked Mr. Maher at one time to prepare a report 
showing “that our men have consistently accomplished as much in 
1 month in the drive against gambling as Mr. Fay and the grand 
jury have done in 10 months,” is that right? 

Mr. Barrerr. I didn’t ask Mr. Maher. I had nothing to do with 
Mr. Maher. Mr. Maher worked for the Commissioners and was as- 
signed to that. 

There was such a statement made, and I was called before the grand 
jury and I was asked by the grand jury if I did make such a statement, 
and I said that I did to a certain extent, not the way that it was pub- 
lished in the paper, and the Police Department did, and we had 
records to show that there was more done in 1 month by the Police 
Department than was done by them in 10. 

Mr. Mauer. Mr. Chairman, may we have a brief recess for a few 
minutes / 

The Cuatrman. For how long? 

Mr. Maner. For 2 or 3 minutes. 

Mr. Bauman. Sir, it might be in the orderly presentation of this 
question advisable to recess until this afternoon. 

The Caiman. Without objection the subcommittee will now take 
a recess until 2:30 this afternoon, at which time all witnesses will 
return without further notice, 

(Whereupon, at 1:45 a. m., the subcommittee recessed ‘to recon- 
vene at 2:30 p. m.) 





AFTERNOON SESSION 


(The subcommittee reconvened at 2:30 p. m., pursuant to the 
luncheon recess. ) 
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The Cuamman. The subcommittee will be in order. 
Before we begin proceedings, the assistant clerk, Mr. Gulledge, 
will read three messages which the Chair has received during the 
noon hour. 
Mr. Guiuepce. This is a Western Union wire, Washington, D. C., 
December 14, addressed to Senator Matthew M. Neely, Senate Dis- 
trict of Columbia Subcommittee | reading] : 
Radio Station WWDC, Washington, respectfully protests your committee de- 
cision banning radio microphone. Appreciate your prompt reconsideration and 
reversal of this ruling. We feel it is discriminatory and without precedent in 
an open hearing. 
Signed “Ben Strouse, General Manager.” 
Another telegram, Washington, D. C., December 14, addressed to 
Senator Matthew M. Neely: 
Respectfully protest committee decision shutting off radio microphones and 
television cameras. Appreciate your immediate consideration of reversal of 
this ruling which we feel discriminatory in an open hearing. 
RapiIo CORRESPONDENTS ASSOCIATION, 
By Horus M. SEAVEY. 
Another telegram, Washington, D. C., January 14, to Senator 
Matthew M. Neely, chairman of the Senate subcommittee : 
WOL heartily endorses the action of Hollis Seavey, president-elect of the 
Radio Correspondents Association, in protesting the decision to halt radio and 
TV broadcast of the Senate subcommittee investigating crime in Washington, 
D. C. We feel this ruling is discriminatory against the radio and television 
industry. In view of the fact that the hearings are public, WOL strongly re- 
quests a reversal of the subcommittee’s ruling. 
Ben E. WILBUR, 
WOL Station Manager. 
The CHarrmMan. Let all concerned take notice that the ruling to 
which these telegrams refer was restricted to the witness, Major 
Barrett. Proceed, Mr. Bauman. 


FURTHER TESTIMONY OF ROBERT J. BARRETT, ACCOMPANIED BY 
CHARLES E. FORD AND DANIEL B. MAHER 


Mr. Bauman. Major Barrett, I show you the original of your finan- 
cial questionnaire and ask you if the answers therein contained are 
true. 

Mr. Barrerr. This questionnaire was made out by Mr. Canfield, my 
attorney, an acountant, my wife and several members at police head- 
quarters that helped her gather the information while I was confined 
in the hospital. If there ‘is any questions about that, [ would like for 
you to call Mr. Canfield. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you read the questionnaire before you signed it? 

Mr. Barrerr. I signed the questionnaire in the presence of Mr. Ford, 
Mr. Canfield, two members of police headquarters, a notary, a nurse 
and an orderly, with the table there to take me to the operating room. 

The Cuamman. Major, the question was did you read the question- 
naire ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. i didn’t have time. I glanced at it. i signed it and 
I swore to it. | 

Mr. Bauman. Do I understand that you executed this acknowledge- 
ment wherein you said that you have read over the foregoing question- 
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naire of 26 pages and that the matters and facts therein stated of your 
own knowledge are true, “those stated upon information and belief he 
believes to be true.” Did you sign that ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir: I signed it. 

Mr. Bauman. You swore to that before a notary / 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Was that the truth at the time you swore to it before a 
notary ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. Just exactly the way I told you. 
room, gave me a shot in the arm. 

The CHarrman. Major, that isn’t responsive. 
that was the truth. Can’t you answer that? 

Mr. Barrerr. To the best of my knowledge. 

Mr. Bauman. I understand your answer then to be that to the best 
of your knowledge you did read this questionnaire before you swore 
to the truth of the answers, is that correct ? 

Mr. Barrerr. [initialed it. My wife turned pages over. 
was right beside her. I initialed it. I swore to it; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. I am going to ask you a very simple question, Major, 
and I hope for an equally simple answer. Did you read the question- 
naire before you signed this acknowledgment ? 

Mr. Barrert. I didn’t read it all; no, sir, and Mr. Canfield is ready 
to be called about the questionnaire any time that you want to call him. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Canfield has not sworn to the truth of the answers, 
Major Barrett. 

Mr. Barrerr. He is the one that gathered the information up for 
me while I was confined in the hospital. 

Mr. Bauman. So that your statement, your sworn statement that 
you have read over this questionnaire before you signed it—— 

Mr. Barrett. I signed it. I initialed every page. 

Mr. Bauman. That isn’t what that says, Major. Your sworn state- 
ment is that you read over the foregoing questionnaire, and you 
now say you didn’t read it over; is that right? 

Senator Werxer. May I ask a question, Mr. Chairman? 

Major, those portions of the questionnaire not read by you, were 
they read by your attorney and the information conveyed to you? 

Mr. Barrerr. I had given him information prior, and we had to 
go over it as fast as we possibly could. When they came with the 
notary for me to sign it, it just happened that they got there at the 
time that I was to go to the operating room, and it had to be done 
very speedily. 

Senator Wevker. Major, are you satisfied that, as far as the infor- 
mation at hand that you had at your disposal at the time of executing 
this instrument is concerned, that the questionnaire contains the 
answers truthfully as far as you know? 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. That is all I want to inquire about. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you read this questionnaire since you have 
been out of the hospital? Have you reread your answers to this 
questionnaire since you have been out of the hospital, Major? 

Mr. Barrerr. Which ones would you mean ? 

Mr. Bauman. I mean the entire questionnaire. Have you read the 
questionnaire over, because I assume you retained a copy. 

Mr. Barrerr. That is right. 
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Mr. Bauman. Have you read it over since you have been out of the 
hospital ? 

Mr. Barretr. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Are the answers there—— 

The CHAIRM. AN, , Major, can’t you answer a simple question like 
that “yes” or “no” 

Mr. Barrett. Maybe you can answer and maybe you can’t. There 
is an aeeen that goes with them. I want to cooperate. 

The Cuarrman. Repeat the question to which he said “That is 
right.” 

“( The reporter read back the question.) 

Mr. Bauman. Is the answer to that question “yes” or “no’’? 

Mr. Barrett. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Is the information therein contained true to the best 
of your knowledge? 

Mr. Barrett. To the best of my knowledge 
of mistakes in it. 

Mr. Baumin. What are they, sir? 

Mr. Barrerr. One of them is my mother living in an apartment 
before she died. There is another one that my wife called my atten- 
tion to that I don’t recall just which it is right now. If you have it 
in mind, ask me the question. 

Mr. Bauman. I want to know in what respects the questionnaire is 
inaccurately answered, sir. 

Senator Burter. May I ask a question? Is the mistake anything 
material ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. No,sir. I put my mother living in an apartment, and 
that was one, and there is one or two other small mistakes there that 
I have noticed. 

Mr. Bauman. Are there any mistakes in connection with your auto- 
mobile transactions / 

Mr. Barrerr. It possibly could. 

Mr. Bauman. What are they, sir? 

Mr. Birrerr. I don’t know. I didn’t get that information. I have 
not got it yet. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you want to make any corrections of any of the 
answers contained in the questionnaire at this time / 

Mr. Barrerr. | was told Saturday afternoon by Mr. Canfield to 
refer to him about the automobiles. He gathered it and checked the 
information for me. 

The Cuatrman. Major, he asked whether you wanted to make any 
changes in the statement. 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t know yet. I have never checked them.” It’s 
12 cars involved since 1942, and truthfully I couldn’t answer the ques- 
tion now, but you can. 

The CHarMan. Major, will you state whether you wish to make 
any changes in your statement regarding your automobile transac- 
tions! If you desire to amend your questionnaire, it will only be 
necessary for you to inform the committee of that fact. 

Mr. Barrerr. That is very correct. I don’t know. 

The Cuarrmin. You do not know of any specific changes you do 
wish to make in the statement ¢ 
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Mr. Barrerr. That’s right. He gathered the information in a con- 
versation I had with him on Saturday. He got it off of my income 
tax and from dealers. I started to make a check myself of dealers and 
found out that you were, so I felt it was imposing upon them for me to 
ask them to give me the same thing that they gave you. 

Mr. Bauman. I take it the substance of your answer, sir, is that you 
do not want to change the answers to any of those saciid on auto- 
mobiles; is that right 

Mr. Barrerr. | will change any answer that I know is not right, 
but I don’t know which ones. I never went into it. If you have one, 
I will. If you call my attention to it, I will check, I will find out, I 
will answer you as truthfully as I possibly can. That’s what my in- 
tentions are. 

Mr. Bauman. In the time since you have been out of the hospits al, 
sir, I believe you have already testified that you have reread your 
questionnaire ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And did you read over that part pertaining to the car 
transactions ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir; there’s 12 cars involved, and on Saturday, 
as I just told you, I talked to Mr. Canfield about it, and he asked me 
to refer to him and he would answer for the cars. 

Mr. Bauman. Major Barrett, do you generally carry large sums of 
cash ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. I have; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. How large / 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, I don’t know. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, what would you say would be the largest amount 
of cash you would have had on hand at any one time ‘ 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, that’s hard to tell. I have had a lot of dealings 
with a lot of cash. 

Mr. Bauman. How much would you say is a lot of cash ? 

Mr. Barrerr. $4,000, $5,000? 

Mr. Bauman. Where have you kept that cash? 

Mr. Barrerr. Some of it in the bank, some home, some down in my 
office. 

Mr. Bauman. Sir, so that you will understand the questions that I 
am asking, when I talk about cash, I am not talking about money in 
the bank. Iam talking about currency. 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, sometimes I have it and it goes to the bank. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you generally pay your bills in cash or by check ? 

Mr. Bareerr. The bills that I paid out of my office for different 
thing’, most all of them in cash—I mean in check. 

Mr. Bauman. Now you have, as you have said, consistently dealt in 
large amounts of cash over the last 4 or 5 years, have you not? 

Mr. Barrerr. I didn’t say that. 

Mr. Bauman. Let’s see if we can 

Mr. Barrerr. You asked me what was the largest amount of cash I 
ever had. 

Mr. Bauman. You trust the banks, don’t you, Major? I mean you 
feel your money would be safe in banks? 


Mr. Barrer. Yes. 
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Mr. Bauman. I am just trying to establish why you did not deem 
it expedient to deposit your ‘funds in the banks and pay these large 
bills in the usual manner, by check. 

Senator WreLxer. Just a moment, counsel. I haven’t gotten the 
impression that that is correct. I want the witness to correct it. Has 
he generally dealt in large volumes of cash or is this just a rare occa- 
sion that he has had cas sh? 

Mr. Bauman. Sir, I think you will find through the questions that 
are about to follow, a pretty consistent course of conduct, and, if you 
desire, I shall proceed to those questions now. 

Senator Weiker. I am sure it is not clear to me whether he generally 
dealt in large volumes of cash or it is just a rarity. 

Mr. Bauman. Major Barrett, on January 23, 1946, you bought 
ear for $1,140 from Allen Motors for which you paid cash; is tl 
right ¢ 

‘Mr. Barrerr. January 23? What kind of a car was it’ 

Mr. Bauman. A 1941 Chrysler. 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes; I remember it very well. 

Mr. Bauman. And you paid $1,140 cash for that, is that correct ? 

Mr. Barrerr. It is possible. 

Mr. Bauman. Is it correct, sir? 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t know. 

Mr. Bauman. Don’t you remember whether you paid cash for that 
car ¢ 

Mr. BARRETT. It is possible that ] cid. and | only had the Car a 
short while and sold it right back to him. 

Mr. Bauman. I believe you stated in your own questionnaire that 
you paid for that one in c: ash, did you not, sir? 

Mr. Barretr. I feel that I did. 

Mr. Manger. Mr. Bauman, what page are you referring to in the 
questionnaire ¢ 

Mr. Bauman. I will give it to you in just a moment. I should like 
at this time to have the questionnaire marked in evidence as an exhibit, 
please. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 2° and 
appears in the appendix on p. 367.) 

Mr. Bauman. In answer to question No. 34, which follows mimeo- 
graphed page 7 on the tvpewritten edition, you state: 


a 
Lat 


On or about January 23, 1946, my wife and I purchased a 1941 Chrysler for 
$1,140, all cash. 

[ am reading from the typewritten insert that follows page 7, para- 
graph 2. Now does that refresh your recollection, sir / 

Mr. Barreir. I remember the car very well, and I am sure I paid 
cash for it. I had it 2 weeks and sold it right back to them. 

Mr. Bauman. During the year 1946, Major, did you pay a total of 
$1,100 in cash over that year to the Oriental Buil ling and Loan Asso- 
ciation on account of amortization, taxes, and interest / 

Mr. Barrerr. I will have to check. 

Mr. Bauman. While your attorney is checking, I wonder if I might 
ask another question. Was it your constant course of conduct in 
paying the Oriental Building and Loan Association on account of 
umortization, taxes, and interest about $100, at least $100 a month in 
cash ¢ 


Mr. Barrerr. Yes. 
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Mr. Bauman. So that when I say in the year 1946, did you pay a 
total of $1,100 in cash, are you able to answer that ? ; : 

Mr. Barrerr. In the year of 1946? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Barrerr. With the building association ? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Barrerr. More than likely I did. Do you know whether it was 
cash? Has the building association told you it was cash that we put 
in there ? 


Mr. Bauman. Sir, I don’t propose to indicate what is in the files 
of this committee. 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t mean it that way either. I can’t remember. 
We have paid many, many a check at the building association. I have 
been dealing with them since 1927 when I bought my first house. 

Mr. Bauman. I am asking you if you generally, over the years, in 
each year have paid approximately $1,000 a year in cash on that 
account ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Not generally. 

Mr. Bauman. Let’s proceed and we shall see. 
charge accounts by cash or check, Major? 

Mr. Barretr. Some were and some not. 

Mr. Bauman. From June the 28th, 1944, until June 3, 1949, you 


Do you pay your 


3, 
maintained a charge account at a department store named Lans- 
burgh’s; isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Barrerr. 1? No, sir, I didn’t. My wife possibly did. 

Mr. Bauman. Throughout that time do you know that every single 
bill that you got from Lansburgh’s was paid in cash ? 

Mr. Barretr. No, sir. What difference does that make? 

Mr. Bauman. Were there 27 separate payments of that kind ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t know. Anything—lI’ve bought but few things 
at Lansburgh’s myself, and that was Nunn-Bush shoes, and paid cash 
for them, maybe once a year. 

Mr. Bauman. On April the 23d, 1946, did you pay the General 
Motors Acceptance Corp. $788.79 in cash ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I did if I had sold the car just ahead df that. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you or did you not on April 23, 1946, pay off 
the General Motors Acceptance Corp. $788.79 in cash ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t recall. I would like to answer it to the best 
of my recollection. I feel that I had a car, and when I sold that car 
I had that note off to buy another one. 

The CuarrMan. Major, do you mean that you used the money you 
received for the car you sold to pay the $700 or $800? 

Mr. Barrett. That’s right. 

The Cuarrman. To whom did you sell that car? 

Mr. Barrerr. I never sold a car. They were sold by a member at 
headquarters. 

Mr. Bauman. Who was that, sir? Pardon me, Mr. Chairman, I am 
Sorry. 

The Cuarrman. Am I correct in assuming that you are explaining 
your having made this payment in cash by the fact that you had re- 
ceived cash for a car that you had previously sold. 

Mr. Barrett. That is correct. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatmrman. Who paid you the cash for the car that was sold 
for you? 
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Mr. Barrett. 1946. Which one is that you are talking about? 

Mr. Bauman. That is the 1941 Buick that you say you sold on 
March 11? 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Did you make that sale or did someone make it 
for you, Major? 

Mr. Barrett. I and somebody else. I knew all about that sale. 

The Cuamman. Did the purchaser pay you or pay somebody else? 

Mr. Barretr. Paid me cash. I believe, without going into the ree- 
ords, it was something like fifteen or sixteen hundred dollars. It is 
in my income tax. 

The Cuarrman. And the purchaser made that payment to you in 
cash ? 

Mr. Barretr. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarman. What is his name? 

Mr. Barrett. I couldn't tell you. 

The CuartrMan. You don’t know who bought your car? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir; I don’t. Possibly Lieutenant Wolf could 
answer that question for you, Mr. Bauman. 

Mr. Bauman. Actually, that was the car, that 1941 Buick, sir, I 
believe you said you sold on March 11; is that right? 

Mr. Barrett. I don’t know the date. 

Mr. Bauman. On the same page, gentlemen, as the one to which I 
previously referred, in the fourth paragraph, the one starting, “On 
February 8, 1946,” talking about the 1941 Buick you say—— 

Mr. Forp. We didn’t get that place. Mr. Bauman. 

Mr. BAumaN. It is on the same page as the previous one. The same 
typewritten insert that follows page 7. Now, the fourth paragraph, 
the one that starts, “On February 8. 1946” 

Mr. Forp. Yes; we have it. 

Mr. Bauman. Talking about the 1941 Buick, you say: 

This car was also unsatisfactory in my work, and I sold it for $1,500 on March 
11, 1946 

Mr. Barrett. Right at that time 

Mr. Bauman. Is that answer correct, sir. 

Mr. Barrert. I bought it and sold it, and bought a new 1946 Pontiac 
when they came out; yes, sir. They came out right in the meantime. 

Mr. BauMAN. patos, you did not sell that car on March, 11, 1946. 
You sold it on April 2 1946, because that balance of $788.79 was 
still due and owing on cht car, and had to be paid by you before title 
could be transferred. 

Mr. Barrett. That is something I don’t recall. I know I didn’t 
pay cash for it. I had it financed through GMC, through Mr. Blake. 

Mr. Bauman. On April 27, 1946, vou hought a new Pontiac; right? 

Mr. Barrett. That is correct 

Mr. Bauman. And you made a down payment on that day on that 
car of $500 in cash; is that right? You purchased it May 3, sir? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And then on May 4 of that year you paid an addi- 
tional $400 in cash on that car; is that correct ? 

Mr. Barretr. I don’t have those records from up there. I went 
there or called him, and he told me that you had one of your men 
there getting my account, so I knew you would have it, and let it go 
at that. 
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Mr. Bauman. I will now show you the filed copy of the invoice on 
that car of Arcade Pontiac, and ask you if that refreshes your recol- 
lection as to whether you paid a total between . \pril 27 and M: LV 4, 
1946, of S900 in cash on that ear. 

Mr. Barrert. That is something that I don’t remember, but I know 

bought the car and I had it financed, and I have sold one before, 
and right about that time I would like to make it plain that I was 
using a police car at headquarters, and there was an allowance that I 
got to use my own car, and that was because the Buick was too big, 
and I think I sold the Buick and got a Pontiac, and later another one 
for my wife, and I think at the same time you will find out in my 
daughter’s building association book that I drew $500 out of her 
money. The reis a record there, and I think vou have that. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you mark that as an exhibit, please / 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 3.” and 
appears in the appendix on p. 550.) 

Mr. Barrert. As I told you, Mr. Peuman. Mr. Caneld is the one 
made this check. He told ine Saturday that he would like iG be ihe 
one to explain about the automobiles. 

Mr. Bauman. Sir, Mr. Canfield was not the one who actually made 
the payments, and therefore would not be in a position to remember 
whether or not they were paid by cash or check. 

May I ask you if on July 9, 1946, you bought an automobile from 
Kearney Motors, and did you pay cash for that car on that day, of 
$1,914.84 ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t remember whether it was financed or whether 
I paid cash, or what, for it. I had it for but a very short while, and 
sold that. 

Mr. Bacuman. I now show you file copy of an invoice from Kearney 
Oldsmobile Co., showing a payment of cash on delivery of $1. 914.84, 
and ask you if that refreshes your recollection. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 4” and 

(‘ege ‘d uo xipuedde oy} UL Sue vaddv 

Mr. Barrerr. It could be check, it could be cash—I don’t know. 

Mr. Bauman. Let me ask you, Major, if there is no withdrawal of a 
check in that amount from your checking account, then payment would 
have to have been made in cash ? 

Mr. Barrerr. That’s right. I would have gotten it from another 
car and bought this one; ves, sir. 

Senator WeLker. Major, may I ask you a question? Do you reeall 
if at any time in these numerous car transactions you at any time ever 
paid cash for a car—cash that you did not receive by a prior sale of : 
automobile ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Mr. Senator, when I started to have to have two ears. 
I even went to my daughter’s savings account and borrowed $500 out 
of that. 

_ Senator Werker. I understand that, Major. You ‘borrowed the 
S500. 

In addition to that, did you ever come up With any cash other than 
that which you received from tr: ading in or selling another car / 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

Senator Weiker. Thank you. 

Mr. Bauman. Let me ask you, Major: In answer to the Senator's 
que ‘stion, you jus st indicated ths at the mone V. the cash for these cars, 
came from the sale of other cars: is that correct ; 
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Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir; to the best of my recollection. 

Mr. Bauman. And do I understand that you would get the cash 
one day and buy another car for that cash on the same day / 

Mr. Barrerr. Most of the time when I bought the cars, the people 
would have called me and told me that the car that I was getting from 
them was ready—yves, sir; that is the best of my recollection. 

Mr. Bauman. My question is, sir, did you keep large sums of cash 
for extended periods of time in connection with the purchase of these 
automobiles ? 

Mr. Barretr. Well, I had cash. The best of my recollection is that 
I would sell one and get another, and got $50 a month for using it 
after 1946. There was some date in 1946 that I took the allowance to 
use my own car rather than to be using the Police Department car. 

Mr. Bauman. On December 3, 1946, you bought another car from 
Hyattsville Motor Co. ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sit 

Mr. Bauman. And vou paid cash for that of $2,278? 

Mr. Barretr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. How many cars did you own at one time? What 
would you Say woul | be the highest number ot cars vou ever owned 
at one time? 

Mr. Barrerr. Never more than two; never in my life. 

Mr. Bauman. In 1946 at different intervals you sold four auto- 
mobiles for cash, for a total of $7,250; is that correct ? 

Mr. Barrerr. That is about correct: yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And that was all in cash, too? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. No, for those Pontiacs in 1946, IT had them 
financed. , 

Mr. Bauman. I am not talking about your buying them, sir. I 
am talking about your selling them. 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Bat MAN. I am saying that in 1946 you sold, not bought, four 

ears for $7,250. Did you ever put any part of that cash in the bank? 

Mr. Barrerr. | put- -1946 you are talking about ? 

Mr. Bauman. | am talking about 1946, yes. 

Mr. Barrett. I don’t recall. I don’t think so. I started off with 
that Chrysler and I sold it back to the man that I bought it from, had 
it a very few days, spent money on it, and I wound up later on with 
two 1946 Pontiacs. 

Mr. Bauman. What was the reason for your dealing in cash this 
way in connection with your automobile transactions, Major? 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, that is what you got for them when you sold 
them. You got cash for them. 

Mr. Bauman. Wouldn’t it be more customary, usual, and easier 
from your own bookkeeping point of view, to have had some record 
of these transactions by having them clear through your checking 
account ? 

Mr. Barretr. Well, I had a record, paid my income tax, and there 
was an investigation about them with the Internal Revenue at that 
time, about all these cars. That’s where we get this record from, I 
understand. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know a man named George Schoeneman ? 

Mr. Barrett. Do I know him ? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 








36 CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Is he a friend of yours? 

Mr. Barrerr. I have known George Schoeneman for years; fine 
man. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever mention your tax difficulties to him? 

Mr. Barrert. I did have a conversation with him about my mother 
and father’s estate. We had very competent counsel that settled that 
estate. We had appraisers, and paid him a high dollar to go around 
and appraise the estate, and paid the taxes, and later an agent who 
had been a policeman, had been overseas, instead of coming back to 
the Police Force went to the Internal Revenue, and he went around 
and put different appraisals other than we paid the high dollar to 
get from people, and I mentioned that to him, that’s all. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever discuss any other tax matters with 
Mr. Schoeneman, arising out of your transactions with cars? 

Mr. Barrett. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, during the year 1947, Major, you paid a total 
in cash to the Oriental Building and Loan Association of $1,458.06; 
is that right? 

Mr. Barrerr. 1947? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. That was on account of mortgage amortiza- 
tion, taxes, and interest? 

Mr. Barnett. I personally have only been in the Oriental Building 
Association once, and that was to sign a note for $6,000 that I bor- 
rowed 2 months ago. My wife always made the payments. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, on June 6, 1947, did you deposit $500 in cash in 
your bank account? 

Mr. Barrett. Just a minute. 

Mr. Mauer. What was the year, Mr. Bauman, please? 

Mr. Bauman. It was June 6, 1947, Mr. Maher. 

Mr. Barrett. No, I never made a deposit. 

Mr. Bauman. You never made such a deposit? 

Mr. Barrett. I never; no, sir. My wife. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you know where that $500 in cash came from? 

Mr. Barrett. I don’t have any recollection. 

Mr. Bauman. That $500 deposit was not listed in response to ques- 
tion 39-D, which is on the typewritten insert following page 14; 
is that correct? 

Mr. Barrett. Mr. Canfield construed, “Not to be in excess of $500.” 

Mr. Bauman. The question very clearly says—you are quite right 
about that. I withdraw the question. You are entirely correct : “Any 
deposits in excess of $500.” 

A deposit of $500 in cash was, nonetheless, made in your account; 
is that correct? 

Mr. Barrert. It is right here in black and white; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. During the year 1947 you entered into an agreement 
with Paul Newland for the purchase of a cottage at Colonial Beach; 
is that correct ? 

Mr. Barrett. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. And, I believe, October 1 and October 7 you paid a 
total of $1,083.37 in cash on account of that cottage ; is that correct, sir? 

Mr. Mauer. What was the year, Mr. Bauman, please? 

Mr. Bauman. It was in 1947 that he bought that cottage. I imagine 
Major Barrett would know the date. 
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Mr. Barrett. That is right; October or November 1947, and how 
much was it? 

Mr. Bauman. I say between October 1 and 7 you paid a total of 
$1,083.37 as part payment on that cottage. 

Mr. Mauer. Mr. Bauman, may I suggest—I assume the question 
is predicated upon some answer made by Mr. Barrett in the question- 
naire. Could you refer me to the particular question ? 

Mr. Bauman. I don’t believe that his answer on that question, as 
I recollect it, Mr. Maher, was specific. 

Mr. Forp. We think we have a record here. We are just trying to 
produce it. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. Sir, would it refresh your recollection—— 

Mr. Mauer. We have it now, Mr. Bauman. We have the record. 

Mr. Barrerr. How much did you say, Mr. Bauman ? 

Mr. Bauman. I was just going to try to attempt to refresh your 
recollection on this point by saying that the original down payment 
on that was a little over $2,600, of which you made a first deposit of 
$300 in cash; you withdrew a check of $1,600 from your checking 
account. 

Mr. Barrett. Here it is right here, the check. 

Mr. Bauman. And that would leave a balance of $783.37, which 
was not drawn from your checking account, and therefore must have 
been paid in cash; is that correct ? 

Mr. Barrerr. That is right; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Shortly after you purchased this cottage in 1947 you 
contracted for a substantial alteration with a Mr. Knox, did you not? 

Mr. Barrerr. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. What was the total cost of that alteration ? 

Mr. Barrerr. $6,000. I have a bill for it; $5,000 was paid in cash 
and a $1,000 note. 

Mr. Bauman. Sir, was that $1,000 note paid in cash on the due date ? 

Mr. Barrett. I had trouble over that. Here it is right here. 

Mr. Forp. We have the note here if you want to see it. 

Mr. Barrerr. We have the bill for the repairs, the bill of sale, check 
for the down payment. 

Mr. Bauman. Sir, I wonder if I might ask, was that note for $1,000 
paid in cash on the due date ? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, not on the due date. It was paid before that. 

Mr. Bauman. On whatever date it was paid, Major, was that note 
ultimately 

Mr. Barretr. We had trouble over the repairs, and I had to get the 
lawyer, Mr. Mayo, who was here and talked to you the other day. 

Mr. Bauman. He apparently talked to you, too, Major. 

Mr. Barrerr. That is right. And he had this note and the bill, and 
I had to send and get that, but I did contract with this Mr. Knox, and 
on January 8, 1948, I had Mr. Mayo bring Knox to my cottage 
down there, and had everybody in Colonial Beach call on me, want- 
ing me to pay him for work that they had done and I didn’t know of. 
I had never heard of it. 

Knox had contracted with them, so Mayo got him, found that other 
work was going on in my house. He wanted to charge me 25 percent 
over-all, material and everything else, and I didn’t have the rest and 
gave him a note for the $1,000. 
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After I gave him the note, it was January 8 we had the meeting. 
The note was due April 7, 1948. Two days before the note was due, 
I got a call from the bank and they told me that we owed them $1,000. 
Knox had been to my house shortly after January 8 and said he needed 
money for his taxes. Shortly after that he was there and needed some 
more, and told us that he was paying on the note, which he didn’t do. 
Mr. Mayo had him pay the note off at the bank. 

Mr. Bauman. The other $5,000, Major Barrett, was that paid in 
cash, too? 

Mr. Barrerr. To the best of my recollection, most of it. It could 
have been a check or two, but most of it was cash. 

Mr. Bauman. Sir, would you remember where that $5,000 came 
from ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, some of it from my salary, my mother. It’s in 
my questionnaire. 

Mr. Bauman. I believe you stated, sir—— 

The Charman. Just a moment, Mr. Bauman. Major, was your 
salary paid to you in cash? 

Mr. Barrerr. I get a check, and practically everybody that works 
inside in headquarters 

The Cnamman. Major, I don’t care about everybody. I am only 
asking about the manner in which your salary was paid. 

Mr. Barrerr. That would be the only way I could explain it to you 
very thoroughly. 

I get a check, but it is cashed immedi: itely by some of the employees 
there. 

The CHairman. I am just asking you, is your salary paid you by 
cash or by check. 

Mr. Barrerr. By check, but I get it cashed immediately. 

The Cuarrman. You always get your check cashed immediately ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. As a matter of fact, there is no instance, there is not 
any instance where you did deposit your pay check; is that right? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir; there is one or two on my bank account. 

Mr. Bauman. In this period? 

Mr. Barrerr. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. How much did you get from your mother, sir, toward 
this $6,000 alteration? Was it $2 400 or $2,500? 

Mr. Barrerr. Something like that; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And did she give you that in cash? 

Mr. Barrerr. Gave my wife vand ‘I; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. In cash? 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. You are talking about cash, Mr. Bauman. 
I think this is the proper time for me to make a little explanation 
about it. 

We were born and raised with cash. In fact, we sold newspapers. 
We had a cigar store, a candy store, later a coal and ice business and 
we had in our house a money bag that we practically worked from all 
the time. I was raised that way. 

The Cuarrman. Where did your mother live at the time she gave 
you this money, Major? 

Mr. Barrer. 813 Sixth Northeast. 

The Cnamman. How much cash did she give you? 

Mr. Barrerr. It was around $2,500. 
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The Cuarrman. Did your mother live alone at that time? 
Mr. Barrerr. No, sir, with one of my sisters. 
The CHarrMan. Two women lived in the house at the time you ob- 
tained the $2,500 4 
Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. No, I had a brother-in-law there. 
The Cuairman. Did your mother ke ep $2,500 in cash in the house 
while Washington robberies were being reported in the papers day 
after day / 
Mr. Barrerr. My sister’s husband was there. We had a coal and 
ice business for years and handled cash daily, large sums, and maybe 
my mother would go to the bank once every 2 weeks if she could get 
out. It was nothing to have a lot of cash. That’s all we ever saw. 
The Cuaiman, M: yor, you have long held a responsible place as 
a police officer in the District of Columbia and have had mue h experi- 
ence and are a man of thorough understanding of the ordinary ways 
of doing business. Did you, as an officer of the law, believe that it 
was advisable for your mother or any other woman to keep as much as 
$2,500 in cash lying around the house ¢ 
Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 
The CruatrmMan. Habitually ¢ 
Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 
The Cuarrman. You think that is safe and prudent here in Wash- 
ington ¢ 
Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir; always has been around our house. 
The CHatrman. What was the denomination of the money your 
mother gave you’ Did it include one or two thousand-dollar bills? 
Mr. Barrerr. I have never had a thousand-dollar bill in my life. 
Never had a $500 bill in my life. 
The CHarrman, Do you remember the denomination of the bills? 
Mr. Barrerr. Small. The largest would be a hundred. 
The Cuairman. Where did your mother keep that money; in a 
cotlee pot ¢ 
Mr. Barrerr. My mother had a money bag, and most of the time 
inthe daytime it was kept right in the dining room in a dresser drawer 
and we went to that money bag all our life. 
Mr. Bauman. Of what material was that bag made? 
Mr. Barrerr. Canvas bag. 
The CHarrMan. It was a canvas bag? 
Mr. Barrerr. Canvas bag. We had a cigar store for years. 
The Cuarman. Did your mother keep the $2,500 locked up? 
Mr. Barrerr. I don’t ever remember having a door being locked in 
our house, only at night when we went to bed. 
The Cuamman. If someone had asked you while you were the Su- 
perintendent of the Metropolitan Police Force, whether you thought 
it safe for a woman to keep $2,500 in cash, ine canvas bag, in an un- 
locked room in her house, would you have showered: in words 
effect, that you considered that an appropriate way to safeguard that 
much money ¢ 
Mr. Barretrr. Well, I couldn’t answer that. I mean I wouldn’t 
tell anybody to do it, Ks most everybody is doing it. 
Take the records at headquarters, Mr. Chairman, and you will find 
that housebreaking and grand larcenies of money are one of the 
toughest for us to break, that practically everybody keeps money in 
the house today, and it is something you can’t identify and it is hard 
cases to clean up. 
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The Cuarr AN. Major, you have just now indicated one of the 
many reasons why it seems to me to be the height of foolishness to 
believe that a sane woman would habitually, or even occasionally, 
keep as much as $2,500 in cash, in a canvas bag, in an unlocked dresser 
drawer, in an unlocked room of an unlocked house. 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, we were foolish then for all our life, because 
that’s what happened, all our life we had a canvas bag. 

The Cx AIRMAN. You knew your mother was keeping her money 
that way? 

Mr. Barrer. Every one of us knew it. 

The Cuarrman. And you never discouraged her or admonished her 
that she ought to take better care of it? 

Mr. Barrett. She needed it for change. 

The CHarrMan. $2,500? 

Mr. Barretr. A lot of times; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now after this alteration, did you ask Mr. Knox to 
give you all his records and bills and papers pertaining to this 
transaction ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. This Sunday evening that I have the receipt for here, 
we had Knox bring ever ything to my place, give us a bill, gave him the 
note. That’s the day I had to take the note. 

Mr. Bauman. Sir, did you insist on having those papers, every 
record that Mr. Knox had pertaining to this transaction, burned ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I wanted them because I had people down there call- 
ing me telling me that I owed them $100 for electrical work. I had 
others that I didn’t even know, had never heard of them, and Mr. 
Mayo brought him there and he had the bills and we destroyed them, 
or I would have had other difficulty. I had difficulty with him after 
that. 

Mr. Bauman. Sir, if I may rephrase the question a little bit, did 
you insist on having all of Mr. Knox’s records pertaining to this trans- 
action destroyed ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I wanted them and that is what was decided. I 
wanted the records. 

The CHatRMAN. Major, the question is, Did you insist on their being 
destroyed ? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir; I wanted them. 

The CuarrMan. His question is, Did you insist on their being de- 
stroyed? Will you answer that “Yes” or “No,” and then make any 
explanation you may consider proper? 

Mr. Barrerr. The best of my recollection is just the way I am telling 
you. 

The CHArrRMAN. Major, is there any difficulty about your saying 
that you either did or did not? 

Mr. Barrerr. It is 1947. I wanted the record. I was having 
trouble. This man I found was very dishonest, and I wanted them, 
or I would have had other bills to pay for. The note after that that 
he gave to me, I gave him money on it at my house, and 2 days before 
the note was due I get a call from the bank that nothing had been paid. 

The CHamman. Please read the question to the Major again. 

(The reporter read the question referred to.) 

Mr. Barretr. I can’t answer it. I never said anything about de- 
stroying them. I wanted them, and that was dec ided between my 
wife, Mr. Knox, and Mr. Mayo, and I got this receipt. 
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The CuHarrMan. Major, four times now you have said that you 
wanted the checks. Now, we all understand that. Will you answer 
this question: 

Did you have the checks destroyed ? 

Mr. Barrerr. They wasn’t checks, Mr. Senator. 

The Cuatrman. I mean the bills. Did you have them destroyed ? 

Mr. Barretr. They were destroyed in my fireplace. 

The CuarrMan. Will you please repeat that? 

Mr. Barrer. They were destroyed in my fireplace. 

The Carman. Did you have them destroyed ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Mr. Mayo destroyed them. 

The Cuamman. Were they destroyed at your request or upon your 
order ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. They were destroyed after an argument. 

The Cuamman. I say, Were they destroyed upon your request or 
by your order, Major. Answer that “Yes” or “No,” won't you? 

Mr. Barrett. I will say “Yes.” 

Mr. Bauman. Why couldn’t you have said that long ago? 

Mr. Barrerr. I wanted to make an explanation. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bauman, proceed. 

Mr. Bacman. On October 9 of the same year in which you bought 
this home at Colonial Beach, and not more than 2 days after you 
made a cash payment on your Colonial Beach cottage of over $780, 
you bought a 1947 Pontiac from Arcade Pontiac for which you paid 
$2153.60 in cash: is that right ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. With the check? 

Mr. Bauman. No, sir. I say, within 2 days after you had made 
a cash payment on the Colonial Beach place of over $780, you bought 
a 1947 Pontiac from Arcade for cash, of $2,153.60; is that correct, sir? 

Mr. Barrerr. I had sold a car; yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Please repeat that. 

(Last answer read by reporter.) 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Bauman, I am not satisfied with that answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Actually we are now talking about October the 9th, 
Major. . The last car you sold at about this time was the Cadillac in 

July. Now, is that the sale of the car that you are talking about, out 
of which the proceeds of this money on October the 9th were used 
to buy the Pontiac? 

Mr. Barretr. That is my recollection, that the proceeds from the 
sale of the Cadillac is what I paid the down payment, deposited, and 
put it in the bank, and put the down payment of $1,600 out of that 
on the Colonial Beach place. 

I went down to see the Colonial Beach place in the Cadillac and 
gave them $300 deposit. The next time I went down I had bought 
a Pontiac. 

Mr. Bauman. Sir, who ordinarily made these cash payments of the 
type that I am talking about, for you, Major? 

Mr. Barrert. I. 

Mr. Bauman. You made them yourself ? 

Mr. Barretr. Mostly with Arcade Pontiac. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Lt. Jacob Wolf of the auto squad make these 
payments for you on any occasion ¢ 
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Mr. Barrerr. I think he did; yes, sir. I think I sent him up there 
several times; he and I, Mr. Blake, were very friendly. If he was 
going up there and I owed him, I would ask him to take it; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did any other member of the Police Department run 
this type of errand ¢ 

Mr. Barrett. No, sit 

Mr. Bauman. Major, on February 12, 1947, you sold the car and 
you deposited the cash in your checking account at the American 
Security & Trust Co.; is that correct ? 

Mr. Barrerr. What year? 

Mr. Bauman. February 12, 1947. 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And that is located at Eighth and H Street NE... 
isn’t it / 

Mr. Barrerr. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. And on the same day you made a payment in cash 
on the Oriental Building and Loan Association, and that is at Seventh 
and F Street NW.. isn’t it? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And on the same day you made another cash pay- 
ment tothe Wm. E. Miller Furniture Co., which is at Eighth and Penn- 
sylvania SE. : is that correct ? 

Mr. Barrerr. That is very possible. We have dealt with Miller. 

Mr. Bauman. In that one day, in the course of your reluctance to 
deal in anything other than cash, it was necessary for you to be in 
the northeast, the northwest, and southeast parts of the town, on the 
same day / 

Mr. Barrerr. Me? I never made one of them. 

Mr. Bauman. Who did it? 

Mr. Barrerr. My wife. 

Mr. Bauman. Did she make all these three payments on these 3 
days / 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes. sir. I have never been in, I have never made 
payment at Miller's; my wife is very friendly over there, the di ae 
ter of Miller and my daughter went to sc ‘hool together: and she has 
made them, and she has handled the building association and the 
bank. 

Mr. Bauman. Major Barrett, on February 23, 1948, you paid $2,- 
196.45 in cash to Areade Pontiac for a car: is that correct / 

Mr. Barrerr. As well as I recall, that is from the sale of a Pontiac. 

Mr. Bauman. But did you make a cash payment in that amount? 

Mr. Barrerr. Don't recall. If I sold the Pontiac, it was cash. 

Mr. Bauman. During the year 1949, did you pay the Oriental Build- 
ing and Loan Association $770 during that year in cash on account 
of amortization, taxes, and interest ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I have never paid the Oriental Building Association 
anything. I told you a little while ago that I have only ‘been in there 
once, and that was to borrow $6,000 just a few months—— 


Mr. Bauman. Do you know whether those amounts were paid, 


Major? 
Mr. Barrerr. Oh, ves. 
Mr. Bauman. And were they paid in cash in that year? 
Mr. Barrerr. I wouldn’t say cash; no, sir. 
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Mr. Bauman. Well, if the records of that institution would indi- 
cate that that amount had been paid, are you prepared to contra- 
dict it ¢ 

Mr. Barretr. No, I am not, but my recollection is that my wife put 
a check in there of her father’s that we got from him. 

Mr. Bauman. That is in addition to $755 that I am talking about. 

Mr. kforp. Did you ask of 1949, Mr. Bauman ¢ 

Mr. Bauman. Yes,sir. I might point out, if it is of any assistance, 
gentlemen, that in 1949 in addition to that amount, $2,250 was paid 
in check, but Lam merely talking about the cash deposits now. 

Mr. Barrerr. I wouldn’t know whether it was a check or cash, 
or what. ‘The money she got from her father, the money we got from 
the estate, most of that was deposited with checks. 

Mr. Bauman. In that same year you paid a total of $755 in cash 
in installments on your home; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. Was that at the Arcade Pontiac / 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you make those payments yourself? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And they were made in cash; is that right? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. In the year 1950 you paid in cash on account of 
amortization, taxes, and interest—just cash, not checks: let me amend 
that by saying either you paid or there was paid to your account— 
the sum of $1,200 in cash; are you aware of that, sir’ 

Mr. Barrerr. Where was that ? 

Mr. Bauman. At the Oriental Building and Loan. 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir; I am sure that we paid that much every 
year. I thought it was more than that. 

Mr. Bauman. It is more than that, sir, but I am just talking about 
the cash payments. 

Mr. Barrerr. Possible: yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. As a matter of fact, in that year you paid 3900 by 
check in that account, making a total for the year of $2,100. 

Mr. Barrerr. That is probable. 

Mr. Bauman. Not one of those checks, sir, came out of your checking 
account; is that correct? Not one of the checks that was de ‘posited } in 
1949 ¢ 

Mr. Barrertr. In the building association / 

Mr. Bauman. In the building association, came out of your check- 
ing account. 

Mr. Barrerr. That is correct. They came out of the estate, the 
checks that I got for the estate. I think that my sister’s records that 
you got this morning will show that, and a check that my wife got 
from her father every month, and then whatever we put to it. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, in 1950, I believe, according to the question- 
naire, you also stated that you paid about $5,000 in cash on the account 
of your daughter’s wedding; i is that correct, sir? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And every cent of that money was paid out in cash? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And in that same year you paid both installments of 
$1,215.08 in cash? 
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Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir; that is what you have from up there, the 
records. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, sir, you would have been the one who would 
have paid it, and I am afraid your recollection is the one that must 
govern. 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, I am going to try to give it to you as correctly 
as I can. 

Mr. Bauman. I that same year you paid to the William E. Miller 
Furniture Co. a total of $1,195.48 ? 

Mr. Barrett. I paid $1,100 

Mr. Bauman. Or there was paid in your account. 

Mr. Barrerr. $1,100. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, $1,195.48. 

Mr. Barretr. We have never bought $1,100 worth of furniture from 
the William E. Miller Co. in our life. 

Mr. Bauman. Sir, I am asking, and talking about the entire year 
of 1950. 

Mr. Barrerr. Here is a check that I have had made over there that 
goes back to 1940 for everything that we have ever bought from Miller. 
I think what you are referring to is payments that were made for 
my daughter’s furniture that she bought over there. 

Mr. Bauman. Did she pay for-that or did you ? 

Mr. Barrerr. She paid for it—her husband paid for it, but I think 
there was some question about $46 in the price, and my daughter was 
working, and her husband was working for the Pennsylvania Rail- 
road, and my wife went over there to try to make the adjustment, but 
we ourselves never bought $1,100 worth of furniture since we have been 
married. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know, Major Barrett, that on October 4, 1950, 
your wife opened three Christmas club accounts calling for the pay- 
ment of $750, and that this entire $750 was paid in cash ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. Christmas savings? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Barrerr. She has had them for years; we get it every Christ- 
mas. That is where some of the cash that we have comes from. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, when you bought that farm on September 7, 
1951, you put a $500 deposit on that, which was also in cash, is that 
right ? 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What was the denomination of those bills, do you 
remember ? 

Mr. Barrett. Five $100 bills. 

Mr. Bauman. When you were in Florida last month, you stayed at 
the McFadden-Deauville, is that correct? 

Mr. Barretr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. At the time you checked out you, of course, paid that 
bill in cash, is that right ? 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You paid it with three $50 bills and smaller bills, is 
that right ? 

Mr. Barretr. I don’t know. 

Mr. Bauman. What is the best of your recollection, sir? 

Mr. Barrerr. Could have. 





Nicatnid call 


CRI} 


Mr. Ba 
give you 
Mr. B: 
Mr. B: 
you, is tl 
" Mr. B 
Mr. B 
one coul 
Mr. B 
the copy 
Deauvil 
Mr. B 
quest ior 
Reporte 
(The 
Mr. I 
Mr. I 
Senat 
AsI 
sel that 
Mr. |] 
Sena 
been su 
Mr. | 
Sena 
the on 
Mr. 
there « 
emplo. 
and I. 
Sen 
the or 
Mr. 
Sen 

the o1 
Mr. 

Ser 

Mr 
roing 

. Mr 
Se 
temp 
there 
Mi 

Se 

this 

M 

M 

or d 
the « 

M 

T ha 

it b 


1e 


CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 45 


Mr. Bauman. Did you at that time ask the cashier of that hotel to 
give you the original or to give you the hotel’s copy of the bill? 

Mr. Barret. “Yes, sir, 

Mr. Bauman. You wanted the hotel’s normal file copy to take with 
you, is that right? 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And did the clerk at that time tell you that another 
one could readily, very easily, be reconstructed ¢ 

Mr. Barrett. Told me he had a subpena served here on it, to give 
the copy here of all the bills that I have ever had at the McFadden- 
Deauville. 

Mr. Bauman. I do not think that is particularly responsive to the 
question I have asked. Would you read the question, please, Mr. 
Reporter ? 

(The question was read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Bauman. From the records of the hotel ? 

Mr. Barrett. I don’t recall. 

Senator Weiker. May I ask a question on that? 

As I understand your response to the inquiry, you stated to coun- 
sel that you asked for the original hotel bill. 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. 

Senator Werxer. At that time they told you that the copies had 
been subpenaed, is that right 

Mr. Barrert. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetxer. Why did you ask for the original? Was that 
the only record available? 

Mr. Barrett. No, sir. I asked for another one—we were down 
there on a case, there was four of us, and I was told by one of the 
employees that Mr. Rosenberg had asked for all. I tried to get them, 
and I couldn't. 

Senator WeLKER. It is not clear to me, Major, why you asked for 
the original. Wouldn't a copy of it have been sufficient ? 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir; it would have been. 

Senator Weiker. You asked for the original. Did you receive 
the original ? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir: I don’t believe I did. 

Senator WeLker. Did he give you a copy of it? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir; said he was going to give them the original, 
going to mail it here. 

Mr. Bauman. Actually—go ahead, Senator. 

Senator WeLker. Were you, by your activities there, Major, at- 
tempting to destroy the record of your visits in the amounts you paid 
there? 

Mr. Barrett. No, sir. 

Senator WeLker. You merely wanted a record, in anticipation of 
this hearing? 

Mr. Barrerr. That is right. 

Mr. BauMan. Actually, you had already been given the carbon 
or duplicate record of that, had you not, at the time you asked for 
the original ? 

Mr. Barretr. There was some argument about the laundry that 
I had paid for, and I tried to get my laundry back, I mean g wanted 
it back. If I could have gotten my laundry back Saturday I would 

94273—52—pt. 1-4 
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have left there Sunday, and I didn’t get it back, and I had to wait 
until Monday, and I was charged with some cleaning that I had paid 
for. It was a misunderst: anding about it. 

Mr. Bauman. Sir, I believe T asked you whether you already had 
the duplicate bill in your possession when you asked for the original 
which the hotel people refused to give you. 

Mr. Barrerr. I could have. 

Mr. Batman. Did you ask the hotel people to remove a 
charge from your bill which you wanted to pay in cash ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. It had been paid in cash; I had paid that in the 
morning. 

Mr. Bauman. You wanted 
that correct 7 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ask the hotel—— 

Mr. Barrerr. They said they would. There was a fireman from 
New York down there. He and I went in on it. That is where part 
of the mistake was. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, Major, am I correct in assuming that at the 
present time your complete sources of income are your retirement pay, 
the income from your estate, and any potenti: al income you may get 
from your farm, is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, | won't get any income other than rents from 
the farm until I get it going. 

Mr. Bauman. I s: 
thant correct / 

Mr. Barrerr. 

Mr. BauMAN, 


$50 cabana 


transferred to another account, is 


. those are all the sources ot possible income, is 


Yes, sir. new. 
You are now pas ing olf three hous s, is that correct / 

Mr. Barrerr. T am paying off on Colonial Beach, I pay $45 a 
month. | pay for my house, and [ bought the farm: ves, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you feel that your income at the present time is 
going to permit you to maintain your family and pay off these three 
houses / 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, I have the money coming from the estate, I 
have a large house, there are two in it—that we need an apartment, 
I have had the beach for sale, and intend selling that. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever borrowed a car from anybody for 
more than 30 days at a time? 

Mr. Barrertr. I have used, never borrowed—I was furnished a ear 
by the Arcade Pontiac for the last 3 vears, 

“Mr. Bauman. Was that car furnished to you for your personal 
rather than for your official use ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Is this 
rendered to you? 

Mr. Barrerr. I put in the budget for the Police Department every 
year for a new convertible that was useful on detail, and every year 
the sv cut it out. We have got—it is a 1946 Buick, assigned to the Su- 
perintendent, that the car was knocked out of the budget ever Vv year, 
and for parades, and any time where convertibles were used, why, we 
would borrow one from the Arcade Pontiac. 

I went to the factory with them, with Mr. Blank, and I had a ear 
furnished to me by them from then on. 


the nature of a gift or a service being 
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Mr. Bauman. Well, this car, these Pontiacs, were furnished from 
December—at least from December 1949 until December 1951, is that 
not correct, sir? 

Mr. Barrerr. That is correct ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do I understand that you are trying to explain that 
the car was used for official purposes ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. Used it for official purposes. I had a short wave radio 
init. I could go out of town in it if I wanted to. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, you used it for your personal use as well, did 
you not, Major? 

Mr. Barrerr. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. As a matter of facet, much more so than for official 
use, is that not correct 2 

Mr. Barretrr. That is right, that is right: went to Florida in it. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, Major, in answer to question 34 of the ques- 
tionnaire which deals with your automobile transactions you said 
that on December 17—shall I wait until you are ready / 

Mr. Forp. Yes. Question 34? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. You said that on December 17, 1946, you pur- 
chased a 1946 Buick for $2500 and, at the same time, sold your 1946 
Pontiac back to Allen Motors for 31.775, which you used for the 
purchase of a Buick, is that correct / 

Mr. Barrerr. That is correct, to the best of my recollection. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, try to recall awfully hard on that. Was $1,775 
the amount vou got for that car? 

Mr. Barrerr. Which ear is that, the Buick ? 

Mr. Bauman. The 1946 Pontiae which you sold to Allen Motors. 

Mr. Barrerr. You might ask—my income taxes, you have them— 
ana Mr. Canfield asked me to let him come over here and explain 
them because he traced them. 

Mr. BatuMan. Sir, as I have explained before, Mr. Canfield did not 
vet the money. 

Mr. Barrerr. That is what makes it tough for me, because I didn’t 
run this down. 

Mr. BAUMAN. Now, to the best of your recollection, did you get 
$1.775 for that 1946 Buick—1946 Pontiac / 

Mr. Barrere. You have got me confused, One minute it is a Buick 
and one minute it is a Pontiac. It is 6 years ago, and I am giving it 
to vou the best I can. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you sure you sold that ear to Allen Motors? 

Mr. Barretrr. No, sir: Iam not. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you sure whether you sold it on December 17 of 
LO46 ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Wouidn’t you remember that ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Six years ago? 

Mr. Bauman. Around Christmastime of 1946 ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Selling acaré No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Actually, Major, this car was sold on July 9, 1946, 
and it was sold to Winn Motors, formerly at 139 Florida Avenue NE., 
and it was not sold for $1,775; it was sold for $2,400 in cash: is that 
right ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. That is—I don't know. I told you that Mr. Canfield 
dug this up. and that 
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Mr. Bauman. Wouldn’t you remember whether you got $1,775 or 
$2,400? 

Mr. Barrert. Not for 6 years ago. 

Just a minute, please. 

Mr. Bauman. Yon did get cash for the sale of that car, did you 
not, Major? 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t recall; mostly cash for all of them. 

Mr. Bauman. I am going to move on to a somewhat different area. 

Mr. Barrerr. Now, is it a Buick or a Pontiac that we are talking 
about ? 

Mr. Bauman. Pontiac. 

Mr. Barretr. Pontiac? You said Buick. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, Major Barrett, in July of 1951 you bought your 
farm in Maryland; is that correct ? 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. During the month of July, around July 4, 1951, you 
were looking at other farms i in that area? 

Mr. Barrerr. I did not buy—I beg your pardon; 
mine in July. I had looked at other ones: yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, vou looked at sever ral, did you not ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Which farms did you look at there ? 

Mr. Barretr. A number of them. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you look at one belonging to a Mr. C lay? 

Mr. Barrerr. Clay? It is possible I did. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, let me see if I can refresh your recollection. 
Do you remember a situation where one of the buildings, other than 
the main house, had a door that was locked, and you w anted to see it, 
and you broke that door in and went in there and looked at it? Do 
you remember that incident, Major ? 

Mr. Barrett. Broke the door down ? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember the price of that Clay farm? 

Mr. Barrerr. I think the C lay farm, I do recall it ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What was the price? 

Mr. Barrett. I think he wanted $35,000, $40,000 for it. 

Mr. Bauman. Could it have been over $60,000, Major 

Mr. Barrett. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, did you look at any other farms around there? 

Mr. Barrett. I looked at several. IT had practically every real- 
estate man up there call me, writing me, describing them, and so forth; 
talked to bankers up there about them. 

Mr. Bauman. How many days did you go looking for a farm up 
there? 

Mr. Barrett. Well, that I don’t know: several afternoons. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever enter into any agreement with any- 
body for the purchase of a farm in that area other than the one you 
purchased ? 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What was the price of that farm ? 

Mr. Barrert. The price of that was—— 

Mr. Bauman. $47,500? 

Mr. Barrerr. I believe it was; yes, sir. 
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Mr. Bauman. You were supposed to pay cash by the date of closing? 
Mr. Barrett. No, sir. 


Mr. Bauman. Will you pardon me, I have not finished the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Barrett. No, sir; it was twenty-two or twenty-three hundred 
dollars mortgages on there that had to be paid, even including cattle, 
that he had borrowed money from the Government, and that is what 
was supposed to be put up, and could go into operation ; it was a thou- 
sand dollars a month coming in from it. 

Mr. Bauman. Sir, the purchase price of that farm was $47,500; 
is that right? 

Mr. Barrerr. Something like that; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember whether it was that figure? 

Mr, Barrerr. About that. 

Mr. Bauman. The first mortgage was $8,900 at that time; is that 
right? The second mortgage was $11,400, and the chattel mort- 
gage 

Mr. Barrerr. He had everything down. 

Mr. Bauman. $4,100. 

Mr. Barrerr. He had everything down. He had borrowed $4,000 
and some from the Government to buy cows, he had a tractor that was 
involved, and there was quite a bit. There was some land involved. 
Maryland Road Commission was to give him something like either 
twenty-five or thirty-five hundred dollars for the land involved, and 
there was some corn involved, that a corn factory was supposed to 
put out a certain amount, and it wasn’t true. The Maryland Road 
Commission had already paid the woman that sold him the farm. and 
she got in touch with me and told me to be careful. 

Mr. Bauman. Major, were you supposed to pay on the closing date— 
withdrawn. 

You gave a deposit of a thousand dollars in 10 $100 bills on that 
day, is that correct ? 

Mr. Barrett. To the best of my recollection ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman, Were you car rying that money in a paper envelope? 

Mr. Barrett. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What were you carrying it in? 

Mr. Barrerr. My billfold. 

Mr. Bauman. And you were supposed to pay on the date of closing 
$23,100, which was the difference between the mortgages and total 
purchase price, is that right ? 

Mr. Barrett. That is about—that is what I was trying to explain to 
you, that it would have gone up to $23,000. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you have $23, 000 at that time? 

Mr. Barretr. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, as a matter of fact, sir, you originally were 
supposed to close that contract on September 5, and you advanced the 
closing date to August 5, isn’t that right? 

Mr. Barretr. I did not advance anything because I found out that 
the deal was bad from the start, because the woman that sold it to 
this man contacted me and a lawyer in Washington, and my ambition 
was to get my money back, which I did. 

Mr. BauMan. Were you represented by counsel in that transaction 

Mr. Barretr. Yes, sir. 
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. Bauman. At the time you were negotiating with Lowe—that 


was his name, was it not ? 


Mr 
Mr 


. Barrerr. That is right. 
- Bauman. Did you ask him to promise not to tell people that 


you were buying a farm ? 


Mi 
Mi 
Mr 


Mr. 
Mr 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Mi 


. Barretr. Lowe? 

. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

. Barretr. No, sir. 

BauMAn. And that people will try to get your job? 

. Barretr. No. 

BacuMANn. You never said anything like that ? 

Barrerr. I don’t recall saying anything like that. 

BauMaNn. Well, you would recall it, would you not, Major ? 
Barrett. I don’t recall that. 

. Bauman. Didn’t Mr. Lowe tell vou that the transfer would be 


recorded, and you said you would be able to take care of it ¢ 


Mr 


. Barrerr. Well, 1 knew that. I mean, every purchase up there, 


vou get the paper, and every deal is recorded. 


Mr 
Mr 
very plainly about that. I have 


Mr. Bauman. You entered into that contract on July 3 or July 5 





. Bauman. Did you 
. Barrett. I wish J had that file with me; I could answer you 





. 


is that right ? 


Mr 
Mr 


. Barrett. Yes, sir. 


. Bauman. Between July 5 and July 25, how frequently did you 


go up to that farm ? 


Mr 
Mr 
Mr 
Mr 


. Barrett. | was up there about three or four times. 
. BaumAN. three, four times a week ? 
. Barretrr. No, three or four times altogether. 


. Bauman. Were you accompanied by other police officers on this 


occasion 7? 


Mr 
Mr 
Mr 


. Barretr. I had one with me. I believe. 


. Bauman. Who was that ? 


. Barrerr. Lieutenant Wolf was with me, Inspector Murray was 


with me, I took him up there to look at it. 


Mr 
Mr 
Mr 


. Bauman. Was Detective Shade up there with vou? 


. Barrerr. I think so; ves, sir. 


. Bauman. As a matter of fact, you actually proceeded to order, 


the digging of the well, isn’t that right ? 





Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, a well pit, rather. 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. There was a bad hole on it ; and the first day 
there, the father, who was an engineer at Emergency Hospital 

Mr. Bauman. Now, after vou decided that you did not want this 
farm, which was on about July 20, is that correct—— 

Mr. Barrerr. That is right. 

Mr. BauMAN (continuing). You told your lawyer that you wanted 


vour deposit back, is that correct ? 


Mr 
Mr 
Mr 
Mr 


. Barrerr. That is right. 

. Bauman. Do you have a copy of a contract in this transaction ? 
. Barrett. The contract was destroyed. 

. Bauman. Did you personally insist that the contract be de- 


stroved ¢ 
. Barrerr. I don’t know—]I possibly did. 


Mr 
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Mr. Bauman. Well, sir, I am going to ask you not possibly or may- 
be, but Iam going to ask you directly, did you insist that Lowe’s copy 
of that contract—— 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman (Continuing). Be destroyed ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir; I did; I did. 

Mr. Bauman. What was your reason for that, Major ? 

Mr. Barrerr. From the reputation of Lowe that I had found out. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, Lowe had given you a release, had he not, 
Major? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir, I got—I didn’t get the contract back until 
after I got my check back from Mr. Boyer, the real-estate man. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, on the d: iy that you got your money back that 
was the day that you insisted the copy of the contract be destroyed ? 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir: but Lowe was here in Washington talking to 
some lawyer about suing me for not going through with the deal, and 
didn't bring the contract to Boyer, and I had to go bac k and get it. 

Mr. Bauman. But then Lowe did give you a release ; isn’t that right? 

Mr. Barrerr. He gave it to the real-esti ite man—not a release. 

Mr. Bauman. It was at the time you got the release that you in- 
sisted that this contract be destroyed; is that right ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t recall any release. The only release was a 
contract and my check back. If you have—— 

Mr. Bauman. I show you this piece of paper witnessed by Detective 
Philip Shade, signed by Mr. Lowe, which reads as follows: 

Dear Mr. Boyer: This is your authority to release and return to Robert J. 
Barrett the sum of $1,000 now held by you as a deposit on my farm under con- 
tract dated July 5, 1951. The above-mentioned contract becomes null and void 
with the signing of this release. 

Respectfully, 
CHARLES W. LOWE. 

It is witnessed by Philip N. Shade and, at the same time, sir—— 

Mr. Barrett. Is that the contract ? 

Mr. Bauman. This is not the contract, because it was destroyed, 
but I will show you this copy of it. 

Mr. Barrerr. Let me see that. 

Mr. Sotomong Mark this as “Exhibit 5,” please. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 5° and ap- 
pears in the appendix on p. 386.) 

Mr. Barrerr. That is all the likely given to Mr. Shade. I don’t 
recall ever seeing that. 

Mr. Bauman. I show you this piece of paper and ask you if that 
is your signature on the bottom. 

Mr. Sotomon. Mark this as “Exhibit 6,” please. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 6° and ap- 
pears in the appe ndix on p. 386.) 

Mr. Barrerr. That is my signature. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that your signature? So that there was a release 
given; is that right? 

Mr. Barrer. If you call that a release. 

Mr. Bauman, Yes, sir: if I call this a release. There was a release 
given; is that right ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Bauman. And that was given on the same date the contract 
was torn up; is that night? 

Mr. Barrerr. To the best of my knowledge. 

Mr. Bauman. Was it or was it not, Major? 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t know. I don’t know whether it was the 
same day I got the check or not. The check is what I wanted because 
in that contract—and why I wanted the release was—there was put 
in there that I would have to pay, if I didn’t go through with the deal, 
something like 10 percent. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Barrerr. And that is why the lawyer was involved, and that is 
why I wanted, the lawyer even wanted me, to advise me to settle for 
the thousand dollars; he said I would be getting off lucky. And then 
these people came to me and told me about this situation. 

I had an investigation made, and I got my thousand dollars back, 
and was mighty glad to get it back. 

Mr. Bauman. You mean you had an investigation made of what, 
Major? 

Mr. Barrerr. Of Lowe, and the contract that I had signed. 

Mr. BauMan. You mean you had a personal investigation made of 
Loewe ! 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Was that involved in any way in the real-estate 
transaction ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. To a certain extent, yes, sir; after I received certain 
information. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, Lowe was selling you a house, isn’t that right? 

Mr. Barrett. He was selling me a farm. 

Mr. Bauman. A farm. 

Mr. Barrerr. But he had stuff in the contract that was not true. 

Mr. Bauman. What would Lowe's personal character or reputation 
have to do with whether or not you went through with that deal? 

Mr. Barrert. It would have a whole lot to do with it when he had 
in the contract that I was to get $2,500 or $3,500, I don’t recall right 
now, from the Maryland State Road Commission, and the lady that 
owned the farm and sold it to him came to my office with a lawyer and 
showed me that she had the contract with the Maryland State Road 
Commission before he ever had the farm. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you insist on having that contract destroyed 
so that there would be no copy of it in his hands? 

Mr. Barrett. He could sue me. He left the lawyer in Frederick 
to come here to Washington to get a lawyer. 

Mr. Bauman. Was it your intention to destroy any record of this 
transaction at the time you wanted the contract destroyed ? 

Mr. Barrett. No, sir. I have a file of the whole thing, and I 
thought I had it 

Mr. Bauman. Yours now is the only file copy, is that right ? 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Could you tell me which police officers spent the day 
in Frederick checking on Lowe? 

Mr. Barrett. You would have to ask Major Murray; I had him 
have one check on him in Frederick, and one in Winchester. 

Mr. Bauman. Did that strike you as legitimate police business? 
Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Bauman. At this time, Mr. Chairman, with the permission of 
the committee I should like to call Mr. Lowe on this transaction, in 
the presence of Major Barrett. 

Senator WeLKer. I just want to say that I do not approve of the 
disruption of a witness who is on the witness stand. If you have 
some contradictory testimony that will come out later, it would be 
best to have it come deter, and we would be sandwiching witnesses 
here all week. That is my own personal reflection. It gets us away 
from the continuity of this one witness. 

Mr. Bauman. If you feel such is the case—— 

Senator WeLker. However, I will submit to the group; that is my 
own personal observation. 

Mr. Bauman. Major Barrett, how much currency did you have on 
your person on that day ? 

Mr. Barretrr. What date is that? 

Mr. Bauman. The day you placed the thousand dollar deposit in 
$100 bills on that farm / 

Mr. Barrett. I had that thousand dollars, and I had some more; I 
don’t know just how much. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you have any $1,000 bills? 

Mr. Barretr. Never had 

Mr. Bauman. On your person on that day ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Never had one in my life; never had a $500 bill in 
my life. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Chairman, I am pursuing this line of questioning 
with Major Barrett because I intend to make an offer of proof at a 
later date involving the transaction about which Major Barrett has 
been testifying, to the effect that the contract was entered into pretty 
much as Major Barrett says; that on the day the deposit was given, 
namely, July 5, Major Barrett took from his pocket an envelope con- 
taining a sizable quantity of new bills; that Mr. Lowe will testify 
that he saw—that he does not know the exact amount of such money, 
but that he is certain he saw either two or three $1,000 bills in the 
envelope. 

The Cuatrman. That testimony will be admitted at the proper 
time. 

Mr. Bauman. That 10 $100 bills were given as a deposit—as a 
matter of fact, that entire transaction will be developed later, Mr. 
Chairman, with the permission of the committee. 

Major Barrett, there were a number of questions in your question- 
naire which you failed completely to answer, and with your permis- 
sion I am going to ask those questions now. 

I believe you stated in your questionnaire that you have received 
two television sets as gifts. 

Mr. Maner. What question are you referring to, Mr. Bauman? 

Mr. Bauman. I will get it for you ina moment. I am talking about 
question No. 55 on page 22. 

Mr. Maner. 55, Mr. Bauman? 

Mr. Bauman. Question No. 55 on page 22, which shows the gift 
of a television set in 1945 from a family friend, and one in 1950 from 
a family friend. 

Who were the family friends? 

Mr. Barrer. A reputable businessman, and I hope the committee 
doesn’t make me tell his name. It is a man who has been in business 
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here, an honorable man, a wholesaler in television and other electrical! 
equipment, a very honorable man. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he give you the one in 1945? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

Mr. Bacman. Who gave you the one in 1945 ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Another reputable businessman. I will give you the 
names in executive session, but I rather, in answer—— 

Mr. Bauman. I do not see any reason myself, Major, why the names 
should not be given in public session. Every other member of the De- 
partment has answered this questionnaire in full, and I do believe that 
yours ought to be answered in full, sir. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like permission of the chair to press the 
question. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed. 

Senator Weiker. My observation is that you might just as well 
answer it here as in executive session because it will be out 10 minutes 
after that anyway. 

Major Barrett, I am mindful of the spirit that prompts the witness 
to decline to answer this question, but let me say to you that the ma- 
jority of the committee here feel that you would be doing a greater 
justice to your friend who gave you the television set by “telling his 
name ope nly and publicly than by withholding the name, because the 
assumption will go out, M: jor Barrett, that some thief or crook gave 
you those sets, and I think you would be helping your friends if you 
would just openly state who gave you that gift. 

Mr. Barrerr. Fine. The one in 1945 of Southern Wholesalers. 
Mr. William O’Connor, and the other one Mr. Burka, of the Atlantic 
Supply Co.—I don’t know where it is—West Virginia Avenue. That 
is Izzie Burka. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you gotten other gifts of that size, Major? 

Mr. Barrerr. What do you mean, Mr. Bauman / 

Mr. Bauman. Let us say, have you in the course of your administra 
tion received from people other than those in the Police Department 
and your family, gifts of the value of over $200 ? 

(There was a conference between witness and his counsel.) 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t know how you would value some gifts. 
received many gifts from honorable businessmen. 

Mr. Bauman. I have just one or two more questions. 

You say that you sold an Oldsmobile on March 17, 1947, for $2,350: 
isthat right? Jam referring to the next to the last paragr ane on nth: at 
insert on the card, the answer to question 34. It says: 


I have 


I sold this car to the Arvin Motors about March 17, 1947. 


Mr. Barrerr. My best recollection of that was that that Oldsmo- 
bile and the Chrysler don’t—Mr. Canfield has made a mistake here. 

Mr. Bauman. Sir, what an you say your recollection was ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I think Mr. Canfield has made a mistake in that. As 
I recall, the Chrysler was the first one that I bought, and I think in 
typing this up or fixing it up—— 

Mr. Bauman. Are you ready to answer, sir? 

Mr. Mauer. Will you read the question, please, Mr. Reporter ? 

(The question Was read by the re porter. ) 

Mr. Bauman. You understand that I am talking about the 1946 
Oldsmobile which you sold on or about March 17, 1947, for $2.3502 Is 
that the date on which you sold that car? 
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(There was a conference between witness and his counsel. ) 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t have any independent recollection. It is a 
possibility that my bank book has got a little mistake here on it, but 
that is—it is part of it in here that is true, that I had drawn $500 out of 
my daughter’s account in the Oriental Building Association—— 

‘Mr. Bauman. Sir, I am not talking about that. Actually you sold 
that Oldsmobile to Arvin Motors, not on March 17, 1947, but on 
November 25, 1946, and you used the proceeds from that car to buy 
the 1946 Buick on December 31, 1946, for $2,278, which you paid 
in cash. 

Where cid you vet the $1.250 which you deposited in cash on March 
17, 1947? 

Mr. Barrerr. Probably from the sale of a car is all I can— 

Mr. Bauman. Now, the car previous to that which you sold was one 
in February, and you did sell a car in February, and you deposited the 
entire proceeds of that sale in the bank. 

The car before that, I believe, you sold in November of the preceding 
year, and that is one about which we are just talking. 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t recall. Most of these cars were sold for cash, 
and I sold one and bought another. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you get the $1,250 that you deposited in 
cash on that date? 

Mr. Barrerr. From probably selling one of the other cars or a car. 

Mr. Bauman. You have no clear recollection of that / 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions at this time, although I 
would like the witness to return. 

The Cuarrman. The subcommittee will now take a recess until 
tomorrow morning at 10 o’clock. The witnesses will return without 
any further notice. 

(Whereupon, at 4:30 p. m., the subcommittee recessed to reconvene 
at 10 a.m. on Tuesday, January 15, 1952.) 
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INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


TUESDAY, JANUARY 15, 1952 


Unirep States SENATE, 
SUECOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTER 
ON THE District oF COLUMBIA, 
INVESTIGATING CRIME AND Law ENFORCEMENT, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met, at 10 a. m. (pursuant to S. Res. 136, agreed to 
September 13, 1951, Ist sess., 82d Cong.), in room 457, Senate Office 
Building, Senator Matthew M. Neely (chairman) presiding. 

Present: Senators Neely, Hunt, Welker, and Pastore. 

Also present: Arnold Bauman, chief counsel to the subcommittee ; 
Harold Solomon, associate counsel; and William P. Gulledge, assist- 
ant counsel to the full committee. 

The CuarrMaNn. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. Bauman. At this time, in the interest of the convenience of cer- 
— witnesses who, in my judgment, will not possibly be able to be 

‘eached today, I would like to request the Chair to excuse the wit- 
nesses I am about to name until tomorrow morning. 

The CuarrMan. Name the witnesses. They w ill be excused for the 
day, with the understanding that they must return tomorrow morning 
at 10 o’clock. 

Mr. Bauman. Roger Simkins, Yvonne Simkins. 

In the case of Roger and Yvonne Simkins, they will be excused until 
2 o'clock tomorrow, with the permission of the Chair. 

The CuatrmMan, It is so ordered. 

Mr. Bauman. Maurice Newsome, Jeff Thomas, Audrey Dixon, Ha- 
zel Terry, Jacqueline Terry, Frederick C. Woods, Sherman A. Berry, 
and Henry Ellis, until 10 o’clock o January 16, if the Chair please. 

The CuarmMan. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. Maurice Weeks. I am Maurice Weeks, representing Maurice 
Newsome. I have a matter in court tomorrow morning and I expected 
to be called today. Iam wondering if we couldn’t be excused until 11 
o'clock tomorrow morning. 

Mr. Bauman. I see no objection to that. 

The CuatmrMan. Mr. Weeks’ client is excused until 11 o’clock tomor- 
row morning. 

Mr. Bauman. No further preliminary business. 

The CHarrMAN. Please proceed with your next witness. 

Senator WeLker. Mr. Chairman, may I make a statement ? 

Yesterday afternoon the chairman and I discussed this ver y matter 
that I want to bring to the committee’s attention at this time. It 


doesn’t apply directly to this witness, but it should apply to every 
witness before this subcommittee. 
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I notice he is surrounded by two very competent counsel. I notice 
at times the witness and other witnesses will hesitate to reply to 
questions by the counsel or committee members for the reason that he is 
conferring with lis counsel. I am mindful of the fact that any de- 
fendant or any man before a board of inquisition such as this is 
EEE a So terete of beni at: aah atenes pe the prcestiag, pw 
I do not believe he is entitled to consult with his counsel before 
answering the questions. This committee is entitled to watch the 
demeanor of the witness on the witness stand. We are entitled to 
weigh his credibility as a witness, his manner and demeanor of testify- 
ing. Although I am conscious of the fact that in recent investigations 
I have seen this done before, it seems to me preposterous that a com- 
mittee counsel or a committee member should interrogate this witness, 
or any other witness, upon any material facts and then be delayed 
while counsel is advising and consulting with their clients. I think 
we are entitled to spontaneous answers. If he cannot give the an-wer, 
I do not think he should be assisted by counsel. 

As far as I am concerned, I should like to move you. Mr. Chairman, 
that we welcome the addition of counsel here. They should preserve 
the rights of their clients. They are permitted to object at any time 
and advise their client not to answer any question that they deem 
advisable. I certainly do object to their advising with the client with 
respect to the answers given here under oath. 

I notice General Marshall did it in the MacArthur hearing. If this 
gentleman is here before us on this board of inquisition, this committee 
is entitled to the facts as he knows them, not as to what his attorney 
might suggest. 

So I move you, therefore, Mr. Chairman, that not only this witness, 
but all witnesses attended by counsel, will refrain from consulting 
with their attorneys prior to answering the questions. 

The Cuatrman. Are there any further remarks? 

Senator Pastore. Am I to understand that an attorney has a right 
before his client or the witness answers the question to interpose an 
audible objection? You are going to get tied up with a lot of objec 
tions. 

Senator WeLker. For the purposes of the record, if we present to 
this witness or any other witness a wholly immaterial question, a 
prejudicial question, that, in the interest of their clients, they certainly 
can instruct their client not to answ®r. 

I believe that is done in any procedure; but what I am objecting 
to, Senator, is—I don’t want to direct this particul: irly at this witness, 
it saaaseat witnesses—but a question is propounded by Mr. Bauman. 
Then there is a conference. I am up here sitting to be a judge as 
to the creditibility of this witness. I do not know whether that is the 
testimony of the witness or the testimony of his attorney. 

Senator Pastore. If I may be heard, because, after all, this is more 

or less of tremendous concern to me also—doesn’t Senator Welker feel 
that that objection can be interposed only in the instance where the 
answering of the question would be self-incriminating ? 

Senator WeiKker. No, I don’t. 

Senator Pastore. From that. I think the witness ought to be left 
alone to answer all the questions. If we are going to allow counsel 
to inte rpose an objection, he can be objec ting on every single question, 
and we will lose more time. 
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Senator WeLKer. I am convinced of this, Senator, that these able 
counsel know well that many of the questions propounded yesterday 
were immaterial and would not be permitted in a court of law, and 
I see no activity on their part that would indicate a desire to disrupt 
the proceedings. 

[ will agree that they may interpose an objection where it goes 
to the indictment or the embarrassment of the witness on a self-in- 
criminating statement. I would be willing to compromise on that. 

This is what I want to keep away from, Senator, the fact that we 
up here are not sure who is testifying when one or two weer 
confide and talk with their clients prior to the answering of the 
question. ; » 

Senator Pasrorr. I agree with the Senator in spirit and I agree 
with him in the purpose of the remarks he has made with the reserva- 
tion that he has just recited, I will go along with his suggestion. 

Senator Hunt. Mr. Chairman, I find myself in sympathy with 
the position of the Senator from Idaho to a certain extent. I do 

not like in a hearing of this kind to lay down certain rules and 
naok itions that hold steadfast. This is not a court of law. This is 
“un attempt to get information from an Inquiry. I would be inclined 

» leave that question to the discretion of the chairman with the 
ae having in mind what the Senator from Idaho attempts 
toaccomplish by a strict and fast rule. 

I just do not believe I would like to go along voting favorably to 
not allow counsel to talk over a question with clients in all eases 

The CHamman. Gentlemen of the committee, I am in sympathy 
with the remarks made by the Senator from Idaho. 

Senator We_ker. When a witness is under oath in a courtroom ora 
court of Inquisition, he is the only person who can take advantage of 
the privilege of immunity from testifying about anything that might 
tend to incriminate him. That is all 1 want to bring up here. It will 
expedite matters if we go on in a long hearing. We will have 50 at- 
torneys who will be doing the testifying. If I were an attorney, I 
would do it for my chent. That is the reason I was making the 
objection. 

Mr. Maner. Mr. Chairman, would you indulge me a moment while 
| éonsult with Mr. Ford? 

The CHainrMAN. Certainly. 

(Consultation between Mr. Maher and Mr. Ford.) 

Mr. Forp. As counsel for Major Barrett, we have no comments to 
make whatever on the court’s ruling or the discussion by the Senators. 

The Cuamman. Counsel will be afforded every reasonable oppor- 
tunity to protect the rights of their clients. 

Mr. Forp. We will follow out, to the best of our ability, the diree- 
tions of this body. 

The Cuamman. As many as favor Senator Welker’s motion say 
“Aye”: contrary "ho. 6. Ene “aves” have it and it is so ordered. 


FURTHER TESTIMONY OF ROBERT J. BARRETT, ACCOMPANIED BY 
CHARLES E. FORD AND DANIEL B. MAHER, COUNSEL 


Mr. Bauman. Major Barrett, have you, within the last 3 years, 
purchased any cashier’s checks for cash? 


Mr. Barrerr. No. sit 
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Mr. Bauman. Has your wife, to your knowledge, purchased cashier's 
checks for cash ? 

Mr. Barrett. To the best of my knowledge, no, and never. 

Mr. Bauman. What would you estimate the total amount of money 
orders purchased by you or your wife to be in 1951? 

Mr. etaaee. Money orders? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Barrett. 1951? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. 

Mr. Barretr. I have no idea, but it would be a very small amount 
for some bill, or something that she paid. 

Mr. Bauman. How often would you pay bills in that way ? 

Mr. Barretr. I don’t know. I never paid any, but I know it would 
be a small amount. 

Mr. Bauman. On February 24, 1949, you paid Edward P. Schwartz, 
Inc., an insurance firm, $163.01 by money order. That is the type of 
transaction I am talking about, Major Barrett. How many others like 
that were there? 

Mr. Barrerr. I didn’t pay it. It is not my signature on there. I 
am sure of that. My wife paid the bill, but I know that she has paid 
a few bills with money orders, but they are very small. It means 
nothing. 

Mr. Bauman. Can you estimate the total amount in a year like 1951 ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. I have no idea, as I told you, but I don’t think it would 
be $200 or $250. I am saying that right freely. 

Mr. Bauman. Major Barrett, in answer to question 49 of the ques- 
tionnaire, the question of that number reads: 

What was the total amount spent by you or your wife, your children and 
dependents, for vacations away from home; that is, resorts, trips, children at 
camp, et cetera, for each of the following years? 

Forgetting your children and dependents, just talking about you and 
your wife, what trips did you and your wife, or you or your wife, make 
in 1951¢ 

Mr. Barrett. 1951, the only trip that my wife and I made as I 
recall, is a trip to Florida when her father was in the hospital dying— 
82 years old—and we were at a standstill for a month waiting for the 
right time to go there. We went to Florida and advised him to stay. 
We got back a few days before he died. In fact, I have the date of his 


death here, and I think that will coincide with the trip you are talking 


about. He died March 12, 1951. It was just a week prior to that that 
we got back from Florida. We begged him to stay, and he came home 
and died 2 days later. 

Mr. Bauman. How long were you there? 

Mr. Barrerr. Eight or nine or ten days. But I understand that you 
have the information where we stayed, what it cost. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you stay at the Hotel Tatum at that time? 

Mr. Barrett. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Who accompanied you on that trip? 

Mr. Barrerr. My daughter came there, and her husband. They bor- 
rowed $500 on their building association account to come there. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you make any other trip during 1951, sir? 

Mr. Barretr. I don’t know whether that it was when we went to 
Florida on a case or not. 
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30 sabato Simei 


‘ Mr. Bauman. No, sir. That was in the previous year, to the best of 
my knowledge. 
Mr. Barrerr. Would you give me a lead # 
® Mr. Bauman. Did you go to Virginia Beach in 1951? 
Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir; with the baseball team. 
Mr. Bauman. How long did you stay in Virginia Beach ? 
Mr. Barrerr. Two days. 
Mr. Bauman. Did you make any other trips during that year? 
Mr. Barrer. That was just recently when they had a play-off game 


- down there with the Navy. 
Mr. Bauman. Did the Police Department pay for that or did you 
pay for that? 
Md Mr. Barretr. The Police Department. The ball team from the 
finances of the results of the sale of tickets for the game. 
* Mr. Bauman. Did you make any other trips during 1951 that you 
of » can remember 4 
ke Mr. Barrerr. I have made many trips, and if you could help me 
just as you did on that—— 
I Mr. Bauman. I am afraid I have helped you about all I can. You 
ad better help yourself. 
as Mr. Barrerr. I don’t think I have. Answering you truthfully, I 
don’t recall. 
Lf Mr. Bauman. I am talking about trips such as the ones to Florida 
Id and Virginia Beach, any other trip when you went out of the Wash- 
| ington, D. C., metropolitan area. 
- Mr. Barretr. 1951 ¢ 
Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 
nd Mr. Barrett. I have been to many places, but, no, sir, to the best of 
at my knowledge—no. 


Mr. Bauman. You would recollect if you made such a trip, wouldn’t 
nd you, Major Barrett ¢ 
ke Mr. Barrerr. I am trying to tell you. If I have, and you tell me, 
I will answer you, but, to the best of my knowledge now, it is, no, I 
I haven't. 
ae Mr. Bauman. You ought to know much better than I where you 


be went, but apparently you are familiar with what records I have. 
y- Mr. Barretr. I have been in many places within 6 or 7 years, and 
1s it is a little confusing. 

ng Mr. Bauman. How about during 1950? 

at Mr. Barrerr. I went to Texas. Wasn’t that the police chiefs’ con- 
ne vention in 1950? Is that what you are referring to? 


Mr. Bauman. I am just asking. 
Senator We.xker. Major, I suggest you tell him all the places you 
pu can remember. If you cannot remember, just tell him that. 
Mr. Barrerr. I am trying to, Senator. I went to Texas, I think, 
in 1950. We stopped in Chicago overnight. 
Mr. Bauman. Did you go to attend the police chiefs’ convention 
there ? 
r- Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. And who paid for the trip to Texas? Did you or did 
the Police Department ¢ 
to Mr. Barrerr. The Police Department paid the railroad fare and 
s9 a day, the expenses. 
94273—52—pt. 1-5 
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Mr. Bauman. Did you and your wife take any trips during 1950¢ 
Mr. Barretrr. My wife was with me on that. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you pay her expenses ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 


Mr. Bauman. Were there any other trips you made during the 


year 1950? 

Mr. Barrert. I do not recall any. 

Mr. Bauman. How about during 1949? 

Mr. Barrerr. Police chiefs’ convention. 

Mr. Bauman. Where was that? 

Mr. Barrerr. New York. 

Mr. Bauman. Any other trips? Go to Florida in that year? 

Mr. Barrerr. I could have—and Boston, to a world series. 

Mr. Bauman. Who accompanied you on that trip to Boston‘ 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, I went to Boston twice. 1 went to two world 
series, one in 1948 and one in 1949—and Cleveland played there. It 
was Mr. Blank. 

Mr. Bauman. Major, let me direct your attention to the trip you 
made in 1948, when you went to Boston. I forget now who the teams 
were that played in that year. 

Mr. Barrerr. St. Louis and Boston. St. Louis the first time and 
Cleveland the next. 

Mr. Bauman. I should have remembered that. Who was with you 
on that particular trip? 

Mr. Barrerr. On the first one? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Barrerr. It was Captain Pierce, Mr. Williams, “Gillie” Young, 
and myself, I believe. 

Mr. Bauman. Was Lieutenant Wolf with vou? 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t think he was with me on the first trip. I am 
pretty sure he was on the second trip. 

Mr. Bauman. You think he was with you on the second trip? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. He was with me on the trip that the police 
chiefs’ convention was in New York. I got off the train, and Mr. 
Maher was on that trip with me, and they came on to Washington 
and I got off at New York. 

Mr. Bauman. Major Barrett, while you were in Boston on any of 
those two occasions, did you see Jimmie LaF ontaine ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you see him? 

Mr. Barrerr. I was with Mr. Williams about 11:30 at night. Either 
Mr. Young called Mr. Ford here or Mr. Ford called Mr. Young, I don’t 
know which, and we were invited over to his apartment. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Ford’s apartment / 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Ford was with Mr. LaFontaine at that point ‘ 

Mr. Barrerr. Let me explain it, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Sure, sir. 

Mr. Barrerr. Mr. Williams and Mr. Young and I went over and we 
were in the living room of this apartment that Mr. Ford was in, and 
there was another couple present and we had a drink, and while there, 
we were there about 15 or 20 minutes when Mr. LaFontaine came out 
of a bedroom and walked across with a nightgown on, and Mr. Wil- 
liams asked me who he was. I told him. Shortly afterward, we left. 
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Mr. Bauman. For the benefit of the committee, would you tell the 
committee who Jimmie LaFontaine is? 

Mr. Barrerr. Jimmie LaFontaine? 

Senator WeLKer. I will take judicial notice of that. 

Mr. Barrerr. Jimmie Lafontaine was a man about 85 years old, 
JT imagine. He ran a gambling place in Maryland. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you say I was correct if I characterized him 
as a notorious large-scale gambler? 

Mr. Barrett. He had a gambling establishment in Maryland. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you say I was correct if I chara ‘terized him 
as a notorious large-se ale gambler? ; 

Mr. Barrerr. I wouldn’t want to answer that. He did his business 
in Maryland. In 1928 I was a precinct detective in No. 4 precinct and 
he lived in No. 4 precinct on Maryland Avenue in the precinct I worked 
in, and I hardly seen him twice getting in and out of the car. 

Mr. Bauman. As a major and superintendent of the Police Depart- 
ment, was he by reputation a big-time gambler ? 

Mr. Barrert. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You say you saw him at Mr. Ford’s suite at some 
hotel in Boston ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What was the name of that hotel ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I would have to ask Mr. Ford. I was only there once. 

Mr. Bauman. Was : the Parker House by any chance? 

Mr. Barretrr. No, si 

Mr. Forp. I can answer, but I would have to look at a record 
get the name. 

Mr. Barretr. It is about a block and a half from the Statler Hotel. 
I have been there twice. It was an apartment hotel. It was not the 
Parker House. I know where the Parker House is. It was not the 
Parker House. 

Mr. Bauman. It doesn’t make any difference. You say you came up 
with your friends to Mr. Ford’s suite at that time. 

Mr. Barretr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And Mr. LaF ontaine came out of one of the rooms of 
the suite in a nightgown / 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he have a drink with you? 

Mr. Barrerr. Did he? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. 

Mr. Barrett. No, he came out and said something about, “Who is 
making all the damn noise,” I think. 

Mr. Bauman. You knew who he was? 

Mr. Barrett. As soon as I saw him; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. He knew who you were ? 

Mr. Barrett. I don’t know whether he saw who I was or not because, 
when I saw him, Mr. Williams and I left shortly afterward. 

Mr. Bauman. You knew him personally, didn’t you? 

Mr. Barrett. I just knew him to see him. T never had a conversa- 
tion, never was in his house in my life. T was in the gambling estab- 
lishment in Maryland on two occasions after we had a number of hold- 
ups. I went out there, told him who I was, had victims with me, and 
asked him to allow me to take my complaining witness through to 
see if the hold-up men were in the place—twice in my life. 
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Mr. Bauman. Did Mr. LaFontaine in his nightshirt join the party ? 

Mr. Barrett. No, sir; never stopped. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did he go? 

Mr. Barrerr. Must have went out of his bedroom into the bathroom. 

Mr. Bauman. Came right on out again ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Didn't see him come back. 

Mr. Bauman. You left immediately ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Very shortly afterward. 

Mr. Bauman. Why did you leave? 

Mr. Barretr. Well, when I told Mr. Williams who he was, Mr. 
Williams said, “Let’s get the hell out of here.” 

Mr. Bauman. That was Mr. Williams’ idea, wasn’t it? 

Mr. Barrerr. He said, “Let’s get the hell out of here.” Those are 
the true words. 

Mr. Bauman. I am sure they are. That was Mr. Williams’ sug- 
gestion, isn’t that right ? 

Mr. Barrett. I went with him. 

Mr. Bauman. I know you did, but it was Mr. Williams’ suggestion ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, it was. You asked me and I am telling you 
the truth of what h: ippened. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir; you are. 

You saw no objection to sts iving around there for a while, did you? 

Mr. Barrett. Well, I wouldn't have gone if I had known he was 
there. 

Mr. Bauman. Once you saw him there wandering around, it didn’t 
occur to you it would be a good idea to get out ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I got out. 

Mr. Bauman. At Mr. Williams’ suggestion. 

Mr. Barrett. Suppose I suggested it. I told him who he was. He 
didn’t know who he was. I got out with him, too. 

Mr. Bauman. Is this Mr. Wash Williams you are talking about ? 

Mr. Barretr. Mr. Wash Williams, one of the finest men in Wash- 
ington, a high-class businessman. He is the agent for Schlitz Brew- 
ing Co. He is president of a lot of different organizations and presi- 
dent of our boys club and one of the finest men I met in my life. 

Mr. Bauman. May I say for the record and to the committee, so 
far as the staff of your committee is concerned, Mr. Wash Williams is 
a man of complete repute, an honest and honorable businessman in the 
community, and I feel it my duty to make that perfectly clear for the 
record in Justice to Mr. Williams. 

Mr. Barrett. I want to thank you very much for saying that, Mr. 
Bauman, because he is. 

The CHarrman. As you were the Superintendent of Police, Mr. 


Williams knew that when this notorious gambler came into the room 
it was time for you to get out? 


Mr. Barrett. We got out. 


The Cuamman, In view of the situation in W ashington and this 


man’s connection with gambling, you did not think that it was proper 
for you to be seen with him ? 


Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

Senator Wevker. I assume had not Mr. Williams suggested leaving, 
you would have suggested it? 
* Mr. Barrerr. I was on my way, Senator. 
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Mr. Bauman. You have known Mr. Ford for a long time, havent 
you 
' Mr. Barretr. Yes. I have known Mr. Ford, Mr. Ford’s wife—her 
father was a police sergeant in the department. My sister worked for 
his father when he was Public Printer in the Government Printing 
Office. I have known him ever since he was in Washington. 

Mr. Bauman. You have known him ever since he has been in 
Washington ? 

Mr. Barrett. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. When he invited you over there—— 

Mr. Barrett. He didn’t talk to me. I told you and testified before 
that he either called Mr. Young or Mr. Young called him, I don’t know 
which. They said, “Get your hat. Let’s go over and have a drink 
with Charlie,” and we did. 

Mr. Bauman. I realize it is difficult for you to say, but would you 
assume Mr. Ford was in that party with Gillie Young? 

Mr. Barretrr. We all knew we were going. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Mr. Ford indicate that Mr. La Fontaine was 
staying in his suite at that time? 

Mr. Barrett. No, sir. Nothing was mentioned. It was never men- 
tion until he came out with this cutaway nightgown on. 

The CHairman. Major, do you know whether the | liquor you drank 
there was furnished by Mr. La Fontaine or your host, Mr. Ford ¢ 

Mr. Barretr. Mr. Ford. 

Senator Wex.Ker. In fairness to Mr. Ford, I think it is a fact—at 
least I have learned it—that Mr. Ford represented Mr. La Fontaine 
and, as I understand it, is still executor or administrator of the Fon- 
taine aoe I suggest that we bring those matters out without leav- 
ing an inference here that he was trying to trap the chief of police. 
At least that is the inference I had. 

Mr. Bauman. I would be happy to correct that if it is the inference 
you have. You are entirely correct when you say Mr. Ford was for 
many years Mr. La Fontaine’s attorney, that he is, to the best of my 
knowledge, the executor of his estate, that at that time they were 
there, there was a client-attorney relationship, and I cert: ainly want 
to make very clear, both to the committee and anybody who is inter- 
ested, including Mr. Ford, that there was no imputation to Mr. Ford 
of any kind of any impropriety on your part of being with Mr. La 
Fontaine at that time. I did not mean to impute that you were trying 
to trap Major Barrett, and I am sorry if I gave that impression. 

Mr. Forp. I am proud of my association with Mr. La Fontaine 
during the last 35 years. 

Senator Pasrorr. I would like to ask a question of the major at 
this point. 

Did you ever discuss this association with Mr. Ford after that 
incident, the embarrassment you were placed in in being invited to 
a place where there was a notorjous gambler and you were the Chief 
of Police of the District of Columbia ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Mr. Williams and I talked about it. 

Senator Pastore. That wasn’t my question. I asked you if you 
had taken that up with Mr. Ford. 

Mr. Barretr. We told Mr. Ford. I feel we didn’t know he was 
there. If I had known he was there I wouldn’t have gone. 
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* Senator Pastore. Mr. Ford during this time was your counsel as 
chief of police? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

Senator Pasrore. He wasn’t? 

Mr. Barrert. No, sir. 

Senator Pasrore. And you leave it now that you didn’t discuss it 
with Mr. Ford as to the embarrassment you were placed in in being 
invited to an apartment where there was a notorious gambler? 

Mr. Barrerr. I said something to him and so did Mr. Williams and 
we talked quite freely about it. 

Senator Pastore. What did you say to him? 

Mr. Barrett. I told him if I had known he was there, I wouldn’t 
have gone. 

Senator Pasrore. Just as calmly as all that? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Pasrorr. You didn’t resent it? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, I did. We left as soon as I saw him. 

Senator Pastore. That strikes me as being very strange. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you spend any other time in the presence of 
Mr. La Fontaine in Boston on that trip ? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Or on any other trip? 

Mr. Barrett. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you make any other trips during the year 1948 
aside from that world-series trip ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I can’t recall. I would have to be refreshed. In 1947 
I went to the police chiefs’ convention. 

Mr. Bauman. How many trips would you say in the last 3 years you 
have made to New York? 

Mr. Barrerr. In the last 3 years? 

Mr. Bauman, Yes, sir. 

Mr. Barretr. I would say two or three. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you recall that pretty clearly ? 

Mr. Barrerr. That is the best of my recollection now. 

Mr. Bauman. How about to Atlantic City? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. We went to Atlantic City. 

Mr. Bauman. In the last 3 years? 

Mr. Barrerr. I haven’t been to Atlantic City since we bought the 
cottage, that I recall. That is the best way for me to pla e it, 

Mr. Bauman, Did you ever make a trip to Kansas City? 

Mr. Barrerr. Kansas City ? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You attended a dinner there, did you not? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. Bauman. Staved at the Meuhlbach Hotel ? 

Mr. Barrerr. One night. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember that trip now? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You have already testified about the trip to Texas. 
Do you remember any 
years ! 

Mr. Ba 


other places you have been in the last 3 or 4 


nETT. I went to Key West, Fla.. if that is what you are ask- 


ive tama ae 
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Mr. Bauman. And am I correct in assuming that you paid the ex- 
penses of all these trips yourself ? 

Mr. Barrett. I did not. I was a guest of the newspapermen and 
the photographers of the White House. 

Mr. Bauman. On the trip to Key West? 

Mr. Barrerr. The plane trip—and I didn’t pay the hotel bill. We 
could have stayed at the base, but we didn’t. Mr. Blank and some 
friends of mine from Boston—Mr. Paul Smith and another gentle- 
man—stayed at the La Concha Hotel. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you pay the bill there? 

Mr. Barrett. No, sir. I had to go back before December 12 and 
left them there. 

Mr. Bauman. All these other trips you mentioned that you now 
remember, you say you paid the expenses of those; is that correct ? 

Mr. Barrerr. All of them? No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You say on your trip to Atlantic City, on your trips 
to New York, on your trip to Kansas City and on your trip to 
Texas—— 

Mr. BARRE’ i There Was ho charge. | believe I was euest of some 
people in Kansas City, to the best of my recollection. I may have paid 
my part of the room, but I don’t think so because I was the guest of a 
lawyer and the plane trip Was an invitation, too, 

Mr. Bauman. I wonder if I might ask the name of the lawyer? 

Mr. Barrert. | refuse to give it to you. It would be a violation 
of my rights to name any conversation or anything. It is nothing 
wrong. i donot want to bring it in. 

Senator Wetker. Major, I must disagree with you. You opened 
up the subject yourself. I think counsel is well within his rights, 
since you opened the matter, to inquire of the name, and for the same 
reason I gave yeste rei ay, in fairness to yourse If it would seem to me 
you should make a disclosure. 

Mr. ORD. At this pommel nay we be permitted to consult with our 
client on this particular question ¢ 

The CuHatrmMan. Certainly. 

(The witness ¢ ra lted with his counsel.) 

Mr. Foro. Mr. Chairman, I think the witness is ready to answer the 

question. 


Mr. Bauman. What is the name of the attor hey WV ho paid that? 

fr. Barretr. I was a guest of Ralph ges an, Who is a very promi- 
nent iawvyer here in Washington, : md Mr. ohen—L can’t think of hi 
name, There were several members who went out to the dinner for 


Bill Boyle. 

Now we are in trouble. That is why I didn’t want to talk. You 
get me in the middle, Mr. Bauman. 

Mr. BaumMAN. I am sorry. 


Major Barrett, without going on a fishing expedition, [ am cor 

sciously of the opinion that the next question I am going to ask you 
should be of interest to the subcommittee. I believe you testified ve 
tercday that vou had been the recipient ot miwanyv nfts over S250 mM 


value ‘ is that correct ? 

Mr. Barrerr. No. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you testify that you had been the recipient of 
many gifts period ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Bauman. Without asking you who gave you those gifts, I think 
the committee is entitled to know what you estimate the total value of 
those gifts, together with any trips or rides or any other incidentals of 
your office, would be in any one year. 

Mr. Barrerr. Very small. 

Mr. Bauman. How small? 

Mr. Barrerr. Very small. 

Senator Pastore. Why kinds of gifts did you get? Why can’t we 
get a little more specific about this? What kind of. gifts did the people 
give you? 

Mr. Barrerr. At Christmas a turkey from Mr. Williams. Maybe 
he sent me a case of beer to my house. Somebody else. Legitimat: 
businessmen. 

Senator Pastore. What else ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Some of the members of the boys club that I asso 
ciated with would send me two fifths. That would be at Christmas 
[ am not even chief now and I get some presents from them. 

Senator Pasrore. Did you receive these gifts from known gamblers 
or attorneys representing known gamblers? 

Mr. Barrerr. Positively not. That is what I thought I made plain 
yesterday. 

Mr. Bauman. Major Barrett, in the questionnaire of this committee 
which you have answered previously or which has been answered 
previously, you have not estimated—— 

Mr. Maner. May I ask what question you are referring to? 

Mr. Bauman. I will give you the numbers as I go along. 

You have not answered question 56. The question asks: 

Do you, your wife, your children or any dependent, own any other asset 
valued in excess of $250 not previously disclosed herein? 

The answer that you gave is: 

Not that I know of. 

What is the firmest answer you can give to that, Major Barrett ! 

Mr. Barrerr. Just that. 

Mr. Bauman. Is there any such asset that you own? 

Mr. Barrerr. That I own? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir, that you haven't set forth in the question 
naire ? 

Mr. Barrett. Not that I recall. 

Mr. Bauman. Is there or isn’t there? 

Mr. Barrerr. Not that I recall. 

Mr. Bauman. Can’t you say definitely ¢ 

Senator Wrixer. Counsel, may I suggest that the witness has a1 
swered the question, not only on the questionnaire but here twice. 
For the sake of time, he must stand or fall on his answer on the ques 
tionnaire and from the witness stand. It is repetition, counsel. 

Mr. Bauman. You likewise answered 57 in that identical way 
“Not that I know of.” Do you havea copy of the questionnaire befors 
vou, Major Barrett? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bacman. Can you give us a more definite answer than that? 

Mr. Barrer. That was information furnished, as I testified yes 
terday, to Mr. Canfield by my wife, myself, to the best of my knowl 
edge. 
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Mr. Bauman. Is that the best answer you can give? 

Mr. Barrerr. To the best of my knowledge ; yes, sir. 

Senator Pasrorr. On that point, Major Barrett, if there was other 
income of any large amount, you would recall it, would you not ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, Senator, my wife’s father lived with us and, 
as I stated before, he was old, and my wife handled his money for him 
and did a lot of things for him and that is the best that I know about 
it. If something is called particularly to my attention, I can answer 
It. 

Mr. Bauman. In answer to question 58, which asks the total cost 
of clothing for you and your family, you say it was impossible to esti- 
mate other than to say it was very modest. 

Mr. Barrett. That was the answer at that time. 

Mr. Bauman. What is the answer? 

Mr. Barrerr. I think I gave $150 a year and I think it amounts to 
S165. 

Mr. BauMAN. What is the answer now? 

Mr. Barrerr. Around $165 a year for myself. 

Mr. Bauman. How much for your family, sir? 

Mr. Barrerr. I can’t answer that for my wife, not to any large 
amount. 

Mr. Bauman. In answer to question 59 you say—that deals with 
medical, dental, and hospital expenses—you kept no records and it is 
impossible to estimate these costs other than to say they were modest, 
except in the year 1947 when you have set forth the amount. 

Mr. Barrerr. That was the answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that still your answer ? 

Mr. Barretr. No, sir. I have had trouble. 

Mr. Bauman. What hospital expenses have you had other than the 
cost of your own recent illness, Major ? 

Mr. Barrerr. When do you—— 

Mr. Bauman. The cut-off date on this was October of 1951, was it 
not? 

Mr. Barrerr. From when? 

Mr. Bauman. The question goes back to 1945. You have answered 
it with regard to 1947 and I would appreciate your answering it with 
regard to 1948, 1949, 1950, and 19: 51, if you are in a position to do so. 

Mr. Barrerr. I had quite a bit of dental work myself. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you tell us who performed that work? 

Mr. Barrerr. Dr. Molenof. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you tell us the total cost of it ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I was born next door to him. I would say not more 
than $150. 

Mr. Bauman. Was that paid in cash or by check ? 

Mr. Barrerr. It was paid when he visited my house. I know that 
my wife had been there. I met him over at my sister’s and I paid 
him in cash over there what I owed him and I think that she asked him 
how much was hers and she paid him right there whatever the amount 
was, 

Mr. Bauman. Did I understand what she paid him was over and 
above the $150 you paid him? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. What year was that, incidentally ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t know. 
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Then there was some other dentist I know she went to ’way back. 
I don’t know his name and don’t know what it cost. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you had any other medical expenses other than 
your illness of 1951, during the years 1948, 1949, 1950, and 1951? 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, si 

Mr. Bauman. Can at tell us what they were in 1951 other than 
your recent illness ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I was treated by Dr. Collins several times and I had 
X-rays taken. 

Senator Pasrore. Is it necessary for this man to reveal all his 
ailments? 

Mr. Bauman. Sir, it would not have been necessary for one minute if 
the questionnaire had been answered or if he will now take the ques- 
tionnaire and answer those questions which have not been adequately 
answered before. 

Senator Pasrore. Why is it so important? What are you trying to 
prove by this? 

Senator Werxker. If you start to question on this questionnaire, we 
will be here until Christmas. The man did the best he could to an 
swer the questions. You have him here in an open forum and you 


¢ 


can put the questions to him if he hasn't answered them on the ques 
tionnaire. I join with the Senator from Rhode Island because we are 
going too far afield. 

Senator Pastore. I don’t think we ought to go into the intimate life 


of the witness. I don’t think we ought to invade sanctity of the 
home. | 

Mr. Bacaan. I will ask the Chair to direct the witness to answer 
questions 57, 58, 59, and 61. 

The CHamman, Let’s t take them up separat ely. 

Mr. Bauman. I don’t mean for them to be answered here, but for 

im to pro luce his answers to the ce mamitt e staff, to the subcommittee. 
If the witness had made some of the answers he : now 1 aking on the 
questionnaire he would have not been subiected : vy time to any of 
the embarrassment he is Ww See 


! 
Senator Hunt. I would like to make this comment, es] ecially in 
view of the fact that the major paid so many bills in cash, that it is 


impossible for the major or any member of this committee to answer 


some of these q uestions with reference to such th ines ius his dental 
account in J ind his medical account in 1945, things of that kind 
The man \ is need an expert hookkee! er and tke a , marvelou: mind 
to be shh to gwive that information. ] don’t think it is possible to 
ret it 


y correct in many particulars, but apparently the witness is 
ering this morning things he did not remember at the time the 
questionnaire was filled out 

Senator Pastore. inlees our investigative staff is prepared to show 


Mr. Bat MAN. If I may be permitted, I th ink what you say is ab 
\ 
| 


that this man paid exorbit: int fees o1 t of the ordin: Ty, which are not 
consistent or comparable with this man’s income, which would raise 
the s spicion where did he rel - this money, I don’t think we ought 
to go into the intimate life of an individual, asking him what. his 
doctor treated him for, asking ies usiing or not his wife was treated 


for any ailment. U1 less we are prepared to vive proof, we ought not 
to go on a fishing expedition of things that are very personal to every 
human bein; Let's preserve the digni Ity of the individu: al. 


othe ab eaniaealal 
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Mr. Bauman. May I say that I have not asked the witness what 
was wrong with him. I have not asked the witness if his wife suffered 
from any ailment. I have not asked the witness for any intimate 
family secrets. 

I say with regard to the bases for these questions that, whe re a 
man like this witness has dealt very, very large ‘ly in cash, unless we 
get the answers to these questions it never will be possible to show 
whether he lived within his income or beyond his income. 

Senator Pasrore. We are not going to show it by the bills he paid 
to dentists or doctors. We are going to show it by trips and some of 
the other things brought out here. 

The CHarmrmMan. Let the committee decide. 
questions. 

Mr. Bauman. In order to save the time of the committee, may I 
suggest that the witness be directed to answer these questions after 
he is off the stand and submit these answers to the committee ? 

Senator Wevker. If he has any answers different than was con- 
tained in the questionnaire. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

The Cuairman. The Chair rules that that question has bee 
ciently answered unless the major now has information he 
have at the time he executed the questionnaire. 

What is your next question, Mr. Bauman / 

Mr. BAUMAN. No. 58. 


Let’s dispose of these 


n sufh- 
did not 


The witness has shown himself capable of estimating and has al- 
ready done SO, 

The CuarrmMan. He has already answered that one. 

Mr. Bauman. No. 59. 

The Cuairman. Major, I assume that shows the amount you paid. 

Mr. Barrer. That is the amount my wife and I agreed on in the 


hospital. 
The CuatrmMan. Did you make an effort to estimate the expendi- 
tures for the other vears ¢ 
Mr. Barrerr. It is impossible for me to state. 
senator Lit IN x Major, except 1947, did you have any unusual nied 
cal expenses { 
Mr. BArretr. 
Senator Hun’ 


In 1947; yes, I did. 

L say other than 1947, in your family was there any 
extensive illness, any long hospitalization, any extensive or major 
operations ? | think you can answer the question that Way. 

Mr. BARRETT. No major operations | believe | had an ilkne ss, but 
I don’t recall the yeal The years get me. 

Senator Hun t. That is understandable. I think my question was 
put to you in such a way that you can answer it. _Did you have, other 
than 1947, any major or unusually expensive operations, hospital bills, 
doctor bills, and things of that kind? 

Mr. Barrerr. I had one before 1947: y 
1947. It was the early part of 1947. 

Senator Hunt. Is your answer that other than 1947 you had no 
unusual or extra large hospital, medical, or dent al bills? 

Mr. Barrett. No, sir. 

Senator Hunt. I think that is the answer to the question. 

The CHarMan. Without objection, the witness will be requested 
to answer, to the best of his ability, the remaining questions specified 


by Mr. Bauman. 


es. Sir. just before. It was in 
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Mr. Barrett. I answered them as truthfully as I could. 

The Cuatrman. Please amplify your previous answers, if you can. 

Mr. Bauman. I just want to ask one last question along this line. 
In answer to question 62, Major, you said that the cost of the domestic 
help in the home in the year 1950 was $750; is that right? 

Mr. Barretr. My wife did. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you, for any other purpose, say that you had 
spent a greater amount during the year 1950? 

Mr. Barrerr. You are talking about my home? 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever tell anybody that the cost of your maid 
in 1950 was $1,300 rather than $750? 

Mr. Barrett. The cost of my maid? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. 

Mr. Barrerr. I have never talked to anybody in my life about a 
maid. I have seen her very seldom because when I am home she is 
not there—very few times. Since I have been retired, I got rid of 
her. I have never paid her a cent. I wouldn’t know. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever, in connection with any proceeding or 
in connection with any inquiry by any Government body make the 
statement over your signature, or has it been made over the signature 
of your wife, to the best of your knowledge, that in 1950 you spent 
$1,300 for domestic help rather than $750 as appears in the 
questionnaire ? 

Mr. Barrett. I make the statement over my signature? I would 
have to see it. I don’t recall anything about it. 

Mr. Bauman. I am going to repeat. Did you ever make that state- 
ment over your signature, that in the year 1950 the total cost of the 
maid was $1,300 rather than $750, which you set forth in the 
questionnaire ¢ 

Mr. Barrett. I don’t recall it. 

Mr. BauMan. Which is the truth, Major ? 

Mr. Barrett. I don’t know. I don’t know what my wife paid her 
maid. 

Mr. Bauman. You don’t take very much interest in what goes on 
in the way of payment of bills in your establishment. 

Mr. Barrett. I never have anything to do with the maid. 

Mr. Bauman. As a man with a limited income, wouldn’t you be 
interested in the amount of money that was being expended for that 
purpose ? 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, but I would have to go into details with my wife 
before I can answer it. Unless you show me something there 

Mr. Bauman. I don’t propose to show you anything, Major. 

Mr. Barrerr. I don't expect you to. 

Mr. Bauman. I am asking you if you ever made such a statement 
over your signature. 

Mr. Barrerr. If you are talking about any income tax, my wife 

gave me that information and I have to say. “Yes,” but she furnished 
the information and it is an error some way. It is either an error on 
the questionnaire or an error on that. 

Mr. Bauman. That is obvious. 

Do you know what the amount was in the year 1950? 

Mr. Barrerr. I do not know. T told vou that I do not have any 
idea. The maid that we have comes to my house certain days a week. 
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(o my daughter’s house—since she has been married—certain days, 


and it is impossible for me to tell. 


Mr. Bauman. Do you know Roger Simkins? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know him personally ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I know him through reputation, and I have met him 
while I was either captain or chief of detectives in the robbery squad 
at Police Headquarters. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know his wife, Yvonne Simkins?/ 

Mr. Barrett. I believe yesterday was the first time I ever saw her. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever seen Roger Simkins at your office? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever seen him at his home or your home? 

Mr. Barrett. I don’t know where he lives. 

Mr. Bauman. How many times would you estimate you have seen 
him in the time you have known him ¢ 

Mr. Barrett. Well, I had him brought to my house to talk to in 
regard to that Brass Rail shooting, and I think I saw him at the grand 
jury, and I have seen him at the ball park several times. 

Mr. Bauman. May I have the last part of that read / 

(Reporter read last answer.) 

Mr. Bauman. How many times have you seen him at the ball park? 

Mr. Barrer. I wouldn't know—football games, where I stand right 
near the gates where everybody comes in, with a bunch of policeme n. 

Mr. Bauman. What ball park are we talking about—Griffith Sta- 
dium ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. We only have one here—Griffith Stadium. 

Mr. Bauman. I am new to Washington. You will have to bear 
with me. 

Did you check with him on those occasions ? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. We stand together. Most all the police 
officials who go meet in a group, and the internal-revenue agents, and 
all stand there and observe practically everybody who goes in and 
out. Have done it for years. Either in the circle or right over neal 
the office. 

Mr. Bauman. How many times would you estimate you have spoken 
to him in the last 4 years? Let’s see. You became chief of detectives 
in 1943; isn’t that right ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. Captain of detectives in 1941 and chief of detectives 
in 1943. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

Since you were chief of detectives how many times have you seen 
Roger Simkins to speak to, anywhere ? 

Mr. Barrer. To the best of my recollection, it is just like I told 
you. I had him brought into my house. I had him brought into the 
robbery squad either while I was chief of detectives or captain of de- 
tectives, and I have seen him numerous times out at the ball park. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you spoken with him on those occasions ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Maybe he nodded his head to me or to the group of us 
who was standing there, but I have never talked to him. 

Mr. Bauman. You have nodded back ? 

Mr. Barretrr. Not necessarily. 

Mr. Bauman. Passed the time of day with him? 

Mr. Barrerr. No. 








74 CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Mr. Bauman. Chat with him on any occasion ? 

Mr. Barrerr. No. 

Senator Pastore. Why would you have him come to your house to 
interrogate him about a shooting rather than at your office ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Senator, I started yesterday on that. The morning 
of this Brass Rail shooting, they gave me an account at 7 o'clock in 
the morning of everything that had happened since I left my office, 
so I would be able to be up on what happened. ‘They told me about 
the shooting, and it was just another shooting. That went on for a 
day or so, and then later one of my detectives got involved and went to 
a captain in the precinct and told this captain several stories about 
the shooting. In other words, he tried to make it a shooting over 
gambling. So, I had Captain Murray and talked to him. Captain 
Strange is the one who gave us the information about coming to him. 
He was captain at that time of No. 2 precinct. Yet this detective was 
assigned to the Detective Bureau and said nothing to the official there. 
Strange notified us that he had been there and made remarks to him 
about the shooting at the Brass Rail and about policemen he had 
seen do wrong, and so forth, 

Everybody was looking for Simkins, and Simkins couldn’t be found. 
He was in Cleveland. When he arrived, I had him brought to my 
house at 7 o'clock at night, and I talked to him and he told me he had 
just returned from Cleveland and that he had met this colored de- 
tective at the ringside of a fight in Cleveland, had a conversation with 
him, and that this colored detective and another colored woman, who 
is a character, had been to one of these men who was shot, the man 
who worked for him in his place, and had told them to put the pres- 
sure on Simkins. 

Senator Pasrore. I know that the facts are that you have interro- 
gated other people at your office at 7:30 in the evening. There was 
nothing so peculiar about 7:30 in the evening so you should entertain 
this man in your home. ' 

Mr. Barrerr. Just brought to my front room, 

Senator Pastore. Maybe I used the wrong word on that. 

Mr. Barrerr. I had more calls at home about different things. I 
had a two-way radio, kept up with everything from the time I was 
chief of de tectives until the day I left the job. 

Senator Pastore. Did you make any practice of interrogating wit- 
nesses on important cases of that kind in your home? 

Mr. Barrerr. Not necessarily; no, sir. 

Senator Pasrore. Would you say this was the only time you ever did 
it in your careeer ? 4 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

Senator Pastore. Had you done it before? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Pastore. How many times before ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Once or twice. 

Senator Pastore. Once or twice ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir, 

oe BauMan. Major Barrett, this man was in no way a witness to 

» Brass Rail shooting. 

Mr saRRETT. Who is that? 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Simkins. 

Mr. Barrerr. He was— 
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Mr. BauMAN. He was out of town at the time the shooting occurred. 

Mr. Barrerr. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. He was in no sense an important witness to the shoot- 
ing at the Brass Rail. 

Mr. Barrett. He was the owner of it. 

Mr. Bauman. He was not a witness in the case. His information 
about the case could not have gone to the merits that much that you 
would have wanted to see him at your home that night rather than 
the following morning in your office? 

Mr. Barrerr. From the information I got from him, I assigned 
Chief Murray—from the information I got i him at my house 
I assigned Chief Murray, Inspector Scott, Captain Strange, and 
other members of the homicide squad to go into that case thoroughly, 
and they did. They went into it thoroughly. They had Sin kins 
at the grand jury. at had both defendants. They had the detec- 
tives and everybody else involved. There were policemen involved, 
and it wound up from the grand jury as a trial in court. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you finished your answer, Major Barrett? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. This detective that you are talking about is Detective 
Set. Reuben Nichols; is that right? 

Mr. Barrerr. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. How did Simkins make his arrangements to come 
to your home that particular evening ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. I had a couple of detectives looking for him, picking 
him up. 

Mr. Bauman. You wanted him brought to your home 

Mr. Barrerr. Not necessarily to my home that day, but th ey dids 
get him while I was working. It was 7 or 7:30 at night when al 
brought him to my home. If they had found him earlier, they would 
have brought him to my office or the office of the chief of detectives. 

Senator Wertker. Who brought Mr. Simkins to your home? 

Mr. Barretr. It was Sergeant Scott, a colored detective 

Mr. Bauman. Did Sergeant Scott remain with you when the in- 
terrogation was proceeding, questions were being asked ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I am pretty sure he was right close; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Were you ever alone with Mr. Simkins at any time 
during that interview ? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Is Sergeant Scott still on the police force ? 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Available when we need him? 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Sergeant Scott is a relative of Mrs. Yvonne Simkins; 
is that correct? 

Mr. Barrerr. That is my understanding. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Mr. Simkins make a direct complaint to you over 
the paoae on that particular occasion ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. The first complaint—— 

Mr. Bauman. I beg your pardon. Go ahead. 

Mr. Barrerr. The first complaint and the only complaint I know 
of was that Captain Strange and Captain Murray—lInspector Mur- 
rayv—were confused as to why Nichols went to No. 2 precinct and 


told Captain Strange rather than to come to police headquarters 
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where he was assigned. He was a member of the robbery squad and 
went to Captain Strange. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you tell Mr. Simkins what your action was 
going to be with regard to the report that he made to you that night ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I told Mr. Simkins to cooperate with those men ‘who 
were going to talk to him and let any chips fall where they may on 
anybody. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you tell Mr. Simkins that you would have 
Nichols in your office at 9: 15 the following morning ? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir; I don’t think I did. I could have. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you aware of the fact, Major Barrett, that Mr. 
Simkins told eran Nichols that you would have him in your office 
at 9:15, and at 9: 15 the following morning there he was? 

Mr. Barrerr 1 called Captain Murray the next morning and had 
him bring Nie hols up, and in the presence of Captain Murray talked 
to him about his trip to Cleveland with Simkins, why he went to this 
witness, why he went to Captain Strange, and so forth. Nichols went 
to the grand jury and to the district attorney’s office and made a 
lengthy statement about it, and it was all presented to the grana 
jury—quite lengthy. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you talk to Lieutenant Pittman about this? 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Lieutenant Pittman call you and tell you what 
Nichols had said? 

Mr. Barrerr. The night after I had talked to Nichols in my office 
that morning—and I think Chief Murray will testify to it—Nichols 
got another gun and was going to kill Simkins and also Lieutenant 
Pittman, and my information is that he had told them that I had told 
Simkins that he was going to be called and I also at that time—I am 
testifying about something that has happened over 2 years ago— 
my underst: anding is that Nichols went to Simkins’ house that nigit 
after he was at my house and he had an idea I was hidden listening 
to his conversation in Simkins’ house. I don’t know where Simkins 
lives. I have never been in a room with him other than in my house. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you tell Simkins what time you were going to 
have a detective sergeant in your office the following morning? 

Mr. Barrett. Nichols? 

Mr. Bauman. Did you tell Simkins what time you were going to 
have Nichols in your office the following morning? 

Mr. Barrerr. I may have. I may have because I did have. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever discuss any—— 

Mr. Barrerr. There is nothing wrong with that when I am asking 
him to cooperate with the offici: als that I am assigning. I assigned 
the best officials that I had to it. 

Mr. Bauman. Is it a standard investigative technique with you, 
Major, when you are contemplating an investigation involving a 
known gambler and a known big-time gambler, that you would divulge 
what your next antic ipated moves were? 

Mr. Barrerr. That is what Nichols is telling you, but that is one 
story, and it is not true. 

Mr. Bauman. You have just said—— 

Mr. Barretr. The man to tell you that, who had the dealings all 
along with Nichols and can tell you his type, and so forth, and the 
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trouble that he had with him after he left my office, is Chief Murray, 
and a very capable man. 

Mr. Bauman. Perhaps we shall ask Chief Murray about that. 

Mr. Barrerr. Chief Murray and Inspector Scott know the case 
very well. Captain Strange. 

Mr. Bauman. I am going to ask you this one last time, because it is 
my feeling that the record is not absolutely definite on this. Did 
you tell Simkins that you were going to have Nichols in your office 
at 9:15 the following morning? Yes or no, if you please. 

Mr. Barrerr. I can’t answer it that way, but I will say this: that 
I may have. 

Mr. Bauman. That is a matter of —— 

Mr. Barrerr. I did have him in there and why would I say any 
other thing? I want to tell you the best of my knowledge. I had him 
in there. ‘Roll call gets over at 9:15, and I had him brought up. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever discuss any other police business with 
Simkins ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Has he ever called you on the telephone at your 
home ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Has he ever given you a gift of any kind? 

Mr. Barrett. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. While you were major and superintendent, did you 
consider him a big-time gambler ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, | heard as much about him as I did any other. 

Mr. Bauman. Was he reputed to be, at the time you were major 
and superintendent, one of the biggest numbers operators in the 
District of Columbia ? 

Mr. Barretr. That was the reputation. 

Mr. Bauman. How many people did he have working for him? 

Mr. Barrett. I have no idea. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever find out where his headquarters were / 

Mr. Barrerr. I got some information one afternoon during the 
Kefauver hearings, and I called the vice squad in immedi: ately and 
gave them this particular information, and they did find a place 
that—— 

Mr. Bauman. Before the Kefauver committee was sitting—would 
that have been sometime in 1951? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes. On numerous occasions 

Mr. Bauman. Pardon me, but during the years before 1951—as a 
matter of fact, going back to 1940—did you ever know where Simkins’ 
numbers headquarters were? 

Mr. Barrerr. Me? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Barrer. As I recall, there was a safe at some place up around 
Euclid Street that was reported, or a hold-up, when I was in the 
Detective Bureau. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you please read the question to him? 

(Question read by reporter.) 

Mr. Barrett. I can recall, and I couldn’t tell you the place, but it is 
on record down at headquarters, a place that was supposed to be Sim 
kins’ headquarters was held up and the men were arrested. 
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Mr. Bauman. Did you ever know where Simkins’ headquarters 
were, the various headquarters were, during this period of about 10 
years, of your own police information ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you make any effort to find out ? 

Mr. Barrerr. For 10 years? 

Mr. Bauman. Did you make any effort to find out the exact place at 
which Simkins maintained his numbers headquarters in the period 
from 1940 to 1950? 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, I personally didn’t, but the Vice Squad—and 
I know that the members that were working under Mr. Fay in the 
1948 grand jury did everything possib le to find it. 

Mr. Bauman. I take it your answer is you personally did not. 

Mr. Barrerr. I did not; no, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did it seem a matter of importance to you to find out 
where the he: adqui urters of one of the biggest numbers operators in 
this city was during the 10-year period ? 

Barretr. Well, I don’t know about the 10-year period. T can 
only account from July 1, 1947, because I had nothing to do with 
eambling or any members of the Gambling Squad to do anything at 
that time. No Chief of Detectives had. 

Mr. Bauman. Isn’t the Vice Squad under the jurisdiction of the 
Chief of Detectives / 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir; never has been. 

Mr. Bauman. Since 1947, Major Barrett--— 

Mr. Barrer. Yes, s 

Mr. Bauman. Have you made any effort to find out where Simkins’ 
numbers he adqui irters h: ave been 2 

Mr. Barrerr. I put the best men I could find possible on the vice 
sq! iad to get Simpkins’ headquarters or any other headquarters, and 
there has been numerous arrests of Simkins’ men, and in one of his 
headquarters as I reeall. 

Mr. Bauman. I am not asking about Simkins’ men. I am talking 
about Simkins. 

Did vou, in that 4-year per iod, when you knew by reputation that 
Simkins was a big-t time onmil ler oper: iting j in the Distr ict. of ¢ va La 
specifically assign one man or order one man to find out whe 
Simkins’ numbers headquarters were ? 

Mr. Barrerr. With the orders that I had issued, it was every 
man 

Mr. Bauman. Will you please answer the question. 

Mr. Barrerr. I can't answer it that way, and I am entitled to an 
expla ation. 

Mr. Bacman. All right, sir, make your explanation. 

Mr. Barrerr. Every man—the orders was issued to that force, puts 
every man that took an oath, every man that was a policeman, from 
top to hottom, to do his duty, and it was their 1ob to find it. 

Senator Pastore. Did anyone ever report back to you that they 

id found it in the 4 years / 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir 

Senator Pastore. They did? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, t 

senator Past RE, W hen did they SO report back to you! 
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Mr. Barrerr. They reported to me from the information that I gave 
them that they ran into a supposed headquarters of Simkins. . 

Senator Pasrore. When was that? 

Mr. Barrert. I imagine about a year ago, or a little more. I don’t 
know the date. That was what I said yesterday. 

Senator Pasrorr. You want to leave the record that you started 
to do this in 1947 and you found out about 1950 or 19514 

Mr. Barrerr. Senator, that is not clear because my understanding is 
that the headquarters was in Maryland, and we did run into this one, 
when Maryland started chasing them out of there it se parated them 
all over, and we ran into this one here in the District of Columbia; but 
none of them had headquarters here in the District. They all had 
them in Maryland and Virginia. 

Mr. Bauman. Would it surprise you to know—I will withdraw that. 

You were Major and Superintendent during the entire period after 

July < 1947; isn’t that right? 

Mr. Barrerr. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. You speciiically said that you, regardless of whom 
you put in charge of the vice squad, that you were going to keep in 
close personal touch with the gambling situation. 

Mr. Barrerr. I did, to the best of my knowledge, and I feel gam- 
bling was down. 

Mr. Bauman. I don’t want to labor this point, but I still have not 
gotten an answer that satisfies me on it at least. 

Did you assign a specific man to run down the location of Simpkins’ 
numbers headqu: urters in the 4 years that you were Major and Super- 
intendent of Police ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. I had an official in charge of the Vice Squad, and it 
was his particular duty— 

The Cuamman. M: ajor, you are not answering the question. Can’t 
you say “Yes” or “No” ? 

Mr. Barrerr. No: I couldn't. 

The Cuatrman. Why can’t you? You say that you did or did not 
assign a certain man to perform a certain duty ‘ 

Mr. Barrerr. No: I don’t know what the Vice Squad head did. 

The CHarman. Do you mean that you cannot remember having 
made the assignment ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. Why didn’t you say that and save time? Proceed. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, as a matter of fact, Major Barrett, you said it 
was your information that Simkins operated outside, that his head- 
quarters were maint: — outside the District: is that right? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, si 

Mr. Bauman. What siete did you make to find out where they 
were located ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Mr. Bauman, I didn’t have time myself, I had many 
duties to do, and I had the Vice Squad and gave them the pick of any 
men that they wanted to use in the Police Department to assist them. 

Mr. Bauman. In this year President Truman, as I understand it, 
made a statement in which he said that Washington was in effect— 
and I am not attempting to quote—that Washington was in effect a 
city where gambling flourished. 

Let me get that exact statement and read it to you. 

Mr. Barrerr. President Truman said that ? 
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Mr. Bauman. I want to be awfully sure about that before I pro 
ceed. ° 

In the Washington Post of April 15, 1950, there is an article which 
indicates that Mr. Fay, the United States attorney at that time, sec 
onded President Truman’s statement that Washington is one of the 
Nation’s large cities in which rackets exist. 

Do you remember President Truman making such a statement 

Mr. Barrerr. No, I don’t; but T wouldn’t be surprised at anything 
in the Washington Post. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember Mr. Fay’s statement to the effect 
that what the President had said was true / 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir: I don’t recall. 

Mr. Bauman. You have no recollection of the President having 
made such a remark ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t remember the President, but I know the Wash 
ington Post said a whole lot that is not true. 

Mr. Bauman. You made that point a number of times. 1am asking 
you whether you had any recollection of President Truman saying 
that Washington was a city in which rackets exist. 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, when you were asked for comment on the 
President’s statement, did you say that Mr. Truman is very familiar 
with what goes on in W ashington and that you didn’t dispute the 
President's statement, but you did say there were no organized mobs 
in Washington / 

Mr. Barrerr. I could have. 

Mr. Bauman. Does that refresh your recollection as to whether 
you ever heard that statement ? 

’ Mr. Barrerr. No, sir; I made so many statements, and so forth, 
that that don’t—that don’t surprise me a bit, anything that was in 
that paper. 

Mr. Bauman. Was Washington a city, in your opinion, in which 
the rackets were flourishing ? 

Mr. Barretrr. No, sir; Washington is the cleanest city in the 
United States. 

Mr. Bauman. So far as numbers are concerned ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Numbers operations, crime—we have the best clear 
ance of crime of any city in the country. 

Mr. Bauman. Let me ask you whether Roger Simkins was operat 
ing in this area during the time that Washington was supposed to have 
been the cleanest city in the country. 

Mr. Barrerr. A lot of people, a lot of different ones operated. A 
lot of them operated very openly, Mr. Bauman, before 1947. They 
had big gambling houses, and I testified to you and to this committee 
yesterday that at night there was—I know myself as a detective that 
there were seven or eight crap games running—and you could go into 
stores openly and play race horses; that they were down to a minimum 
since 1947, and there is no ¢ rap game operating that policemen know ; 
they are here today, they jump from there, “they call them roving 
crap games, and they don't last. 

Mr. Bauman. Floating crap games? 

Mr. Barrerr. Roving is what they call them. 

Senator Hunt. Major did you read Washington Confidential ? 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. } 
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Senator Hunt. Do you have any comments to make on it? 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, I could make a whole lot, Mr. Senator, because 
I made an investigation and I myself know of 27 errors made, gave 
different phone numbers—“Call Liz up,” “Call the operators,” “Get 
Liz,” and so forth. It is ridiculous. The people didn’t exist, and 
many, many other things. 

Senator Hunr. I want you to know, Major, I was asking that ques- 
tion facetiously. I wasn’t serious. 

Mr. Barrerr. I had quite a lengthy report on Washington Confi- 
dential at police headquarters when I left there, and I had several 
men make a thorough investigation of it. 

Senator Hunr. It would be interesting to have that published. 

Mr. Barrerr. It would be. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever characterized numbers as the biggest 
existing racket in Washington ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, when you refer to a racket, that is the only 
thing. I mean I said this yesterday, and I am saying it today, and 
I will say it, that that is the only thing that you can call organized, 
and it is not one man that does it. 

Anybody—I today, if I left here and wanted to find some other 
means rather than my retirement of making money, I could get men 
that I knew, people, in houses, to write, and I could start on a shoe- 
string and providing I wasn’t hit hard, I could go up just the same 
as the others. 

Our laws have been so that we couldn’t handle them. With their 
offices in Maryland and Virginia, the heads of them not showing at 
all while the numbers are being written, the only thing they do is go 
into the headquarters when the money is put there. and they figure 
the pay-outs. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know Orian Whiting 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir; I have heard of him. I have never seen 
him, 

Mr. Bauman. Is Orian Whiting any part of the Simkins organi- 
zation ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. That is my understanding, but I don’t know him, 
never seen him. I have heard his name mentioned along with Sim- 
kins’ name, but I don’t know him. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you hear at the time his name was mentioned that 
Whiting’s headquarters and Whiting functioned in the District of 
Columbia ? 

Mr. Barrett. I have heard of him connected with Simkins. 

Mr. Bauman. In the District of Columbia? 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t understand what you mean by that. 

Mr. Bauman. Was he maintaining his headquarters in the District 
of Columbia ¢ 

Mr. Barrert. I have no idea where his headquarters was. I don’t 
know him. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever make any effort to find out ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Truthfully, I never heard of him until the last year 
or SO, 

Mr. Bauman. Well, you heard of him when he became the successor 
in interest to Roger Simkins’ numbers enterprise; is that right ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I said I heard his name connected with it, but I don’t 
know, don’t know where his headquarters was. 
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Mr. Bauman. You made no effort to find out ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I left it up to the Vice Squad, the head of the Vice 
Squad. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know Emmitt Warring? 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. How long have you known Emmitt Warring? 

Mr. Barrerr. I have known Emmitt Warring since he had a safe 
broken into, and I was a young detective, and Inspector Burke asked 
me if I knew him; I told him I didn’t. He had, I believe, Captain 
Little, who was then in charge of Vice, have him come in and meet me 
in headquarters, and I had a conversation with him in the squad room 
of Detective Office in regard to a man by the name of Lee Sailor that 
had escaped from Occoquan that had broken into his safe. That is 
the first time I remember seeing him. 

Mr. Bauman. When was that? 

Mr. Barrertr. It was prior to 1932. 

Mr. Bacman. Prior to 1932? 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have vou seen him since that time? 

Mr. Barrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Became more or less friendly with him in that time? 

Mr. Barretr. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Where have you seen him? 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, I saw him at the Davis committee and I talked 
to him over the telephone the night of his hold-up. I got a eall from 
the detectives that were over to his house in response to the call they 
received about the hold-up. I talked to him that night. I had testified 


Mr. Bauman. Quite aside from anv official occasion like the Davis 
hearings or seeing him at a grand jury or going to see 
him when he in fact was held up, what other unofficial occasions have 
ai i Lcin nn 8 

Mr. Barrerr. None 

Mr. Bauman. Have vou ever seen him on the street ? 


Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 
Ir. ] ive vou ever spoken to him? 

Mr. Barrerr. No: I can’t say I have. 

Mr. Bacman. You have never once spoken to Emmitt Warring 
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Mr. Barretr. I saw— 

Mr. Bauman. I want to get this clear. You have never once spo- 
ke 1 Emmitt VW irring on any occasion other than the following: 
One, W en you spoke to him at about the time of the Davis committee 
} ? 6 ——eEE 


Mr. Barrerr. Before that I saw him at a fire. I saw he and his 
brother at a fire they had over at the United States marine warehouse 
5 o'clock one morning. JI saw he and his brother over there. 
Mr. Barman. Did you have a conversation with him? 

Mr. Barrerr. Just spoke to him over there. 

Mr. Batman. What was the conversation about? 
Mr. Barrett. I don’t recall, something about the fire. 
Mr. Bacman. Just passing the time about the fire ? 
Mr. Barretr. That is right 
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»*) 
So 


Mr. Bauman. Is that the only time before the Davis committee 


hearings that you have seen or spoken to Emmitt Warring? 
Mr. Barrerr. To the best of my recollection. 
Mr. Bauman. That was the only time? 
Mr. Barrett. To the best of my recollection. 


Mr. BAUMAN. Wouldn't you recollect whether you had ever seel 


Emmitt Warring? 


Mr. Barrerr. I told you I saw him on Fifth Street, and I saw him 
pass headquarters about a month or two, with a dog in a car, before 


I went olf sick. 


Mr. Bauman. Has he ever been to your office at headquarters 4 


Mr. Barrer. No, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. Have you ever seen him at Colonial Beach ? 


Mr. Barrerr. I think IT saw him at Colonial Beach years ago, but 
not since L have owned the cottage nor have I ever been to his house 


or has he ever been to mine. 


Mr. Bauman. Let’s talk about 1951. Did you see Warring at Colo- 


nial Beach in 1951 ¢ 
Mr. Barrerr. No, sir 


Mr. Bauman. Do, you remember an occasion on which Captain 


Strange was with you at Colonial Beach in 1951 ¢ 


Mr. Barrerr. Captain Strange has never been with me at Colonial 
Beach. I have never seen Captain Strange, and I have heard that: 
| have heard that you have asked that question, and that positively is 


not true, and it is not a fact. 


Captain Strange has never—I have never in my life see 


Colonial Beach. 
Mr. Bauman. Do you know any members of Warring’s 
Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 
Mr. I 
Mr. Barrerr. IL know his brother, James Warring, who 
barrel business, his wife. his ther 
Mr. Bauman. Do you know Rags Warring! 
Mr. Barrerr. I saw him the morning of the fire. 
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Mr. Barrerr. He is in the used-barrel business, goes fr 


and warehouses, from one city-—— 
The Cuarrman. Whisky barrels? 
Mr. Barrerr. No, sir; potato barrels. 
Mr. Bauman. You say you met Rags Warring? 
Mr. Barrerr. Saw him over at the fire. 
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Mr. BARRE’ Ds Just spoke to him. Hadn't seen him LX 
was in No. 3, and this particular morning, it is the last ti 
seen him, didn’t have but about one tooth in his hea th 
him. 

Mr. Bauman. How many other times have you spoke 


Warring? 


Mr. Barrerr. When I was in No. 3 as a lieutenant and wa 


short while. I usec to see him han ong around a restaurant. 

nights most of the time, and I used to see him frequently. 
Mr. Bauman. Are you familiar with Rags Warring’s 

record ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Bauman. Don’t you think it strange, Major, that at this fire a 
couple of notorious ch: aracters like Rags WwW arring and Emmitt War 
ring should feel perfectly free to chat with you about the fire? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Perfectly usual ¢ 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You see no objection ? 

Mr. Barrer. Nota bit inthe world. I was a patrolman, started off 
in 1925, and I had a beat, and the beat was on Pennsylvania Avenue 
NW.., between Sixth and Seventh, and it was a hang-out for criminals. 
You can check my record back from July 1, 1925, and you will find that 
I made as many arrests as any policeman that has ever been on the 
police force. That was my business. I later became a detective, and 
I made every effort possible to get to know who those people were, and 
so forth. When I was made Chief of Police, I had accomplished 101 
commendations for cleaning up some of the worst crimes that had 
ever been committed in Washington. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember when Captain Wallrodt was in 
charge of No. 3? 

Mr, Barrett. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever become aware of the fact that two police 
officers had seen Emmitt Warring talking to Captain Wallrodt in an 
automobile ? 

Mr. Barrerr. That came to my attention the last time I testified be 
fore this grand jury. I was asked a question at that grand jury, if 
I knew of a police captain that had been sitting in a car or had been 
seen sitting in a car with Emmitt Warring, and I told them “No”; and 
they made notes, and they told me that they were going to give me that 
information afterward to investigate. 

Immediately afterward I had Inspec tor Murray, who was then chief 
of detectives, go over and contact Mr. Fay and Mr. Wadden, and I 
understand that name has been given since I retired, but they refused 
to give it to me at that time. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you hear about the matter at the time it happened 
while vou were major and superintendent ? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir; that was the time I heard it, in the grand jury. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you see any police officers about this and ask 
them not to make any report of this incident ? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now it is a fact, isn’t it, that since 1939 Mr. Emmitt 
Warring has not been brought before a court on evidence obtained 
by the police as to his racket activities ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, 1939, when I was a lieutenant in No. 3, he was 
in jail. 

Mr. Bauman. I am asking: Is it a fact that since 1939 Mr. Warring 
has not been brought before a court on evidence obtained by the police 
as to his racket activities? 

Mr. Barrerr. He was in jail. 

Mr. Bauman. He was in jail for jury tampering, wasn’t he? 

Mr. Barrerr. Quite some time. 

Senator Weiker. He says since 1939. Since 1939 to the present 
date has Emmitt Warring ever been brought to court for his activities 
in numbers and gambling, et cetera? 
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Mr. Barrerr. Not that I recall, but he has had plenty of trouble 
with the law and the income-tax people. 

Mr. Bauman. It was perfectly clear to you, Major, wasn’t it, that 
Emmitt Warring was by reputation the biggest single numbers opera- 
tor operating in the District of Columbia duri ing your administration ; 
is that not right ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t think it is right; no, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Who do you think was the biggest / 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t know. 

Mr. Bauman. Was he one of the biggest ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. I would say “Yes.” 

The CuamrMan. How many of the big numbers operators were 
there in the District after 1947 ¢ 

Mr. Barretr. I would say there have been all along, Mr. Senator, 
8 or 10 that had their headquarters in Maryland and had different 
small fry that did the work for them, but they never showed up. 
They don’t show up now. 

The CuarrMan. But the operations were principally in the city of 
Washington or the District of Columbia ? 

Mr. Barrerr. But their headquarters are in Maryland. The only 
ones that can be arrested connected with them in the District of 
Columbia is the person that writes the number in the house or the man 
that works for him that comes around and picks up the numbers, and 
there is many of his that has been arrested. 

Mr. Bauman. Now if you establish, Major, that this man, Emmitt 
Warring, or any other gambler had a numbers ring that was fune- 
tioning “within the District of Columbia, any aspect of which was 
functioning within the District of Columbia, you could have arrested 
Emmitt Warring, because he lives in the District of Columbia and 
he is here all the time. Isn’t that right? 

Mr. Barretrr. You can't arrest him if he don’t do nothing. My 
advice was, and I have been told that he has been advised to put 
himself out inthe open. I even offered the policemin a promotion that 
would get him, publicly in the Department. 

Senator WeLker. Are you referring now to Emmitt Warring? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. I made a public statement that if any 
policeman got him and got him right, I would promote him. 

Mr. Bauman. You just said in your opinion it was impossible to 
doit. Did you try to make a conspiracy case ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. I didn't. The vice squad and every member of the 
Police Department got my challenge, that if they got him they would 
get a promotion. 

The CuarrMan. Major, is it a fact that there were 8 or 10 big-time 

gamblers who became wealthy, according to reports, by operating 
inal ing the past 10 or 12 years in the District of Columbia ? 

Mr. Barrerr. They have operated since the creation of the world. 
There was gambling over the clothes of Christ. 

The CiarrMan. We are not going to hold you responsible for that, 
Major. 

I asked you whether it is true that 8 or 10 numbers racketeers have 
grown immensely wealthy by operating in the District of Columbia 
since 1947 while you were at the head of the Metropolitan Police force. 

Mr. Barrerr. Emmitt Warring—I would like to get this over. 
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The Cuamman. My question is: Haven't 8 or 10 men grown 
wealthy by operating numbers rackets in the District of Columbia 
during the last 10 years ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I would say “Yes.” 

The Cuarrman. During the last 4 years of the period indicated you 
were at the head of the police force of the District of Columbia ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I would say “Yes,” but I want to answer this way, too. 
Shortly after 1947 he was arrested by the income-tax people. I don’t 
know the date. A large amount of mone y was found, and since that 
time he has been in trouble with them, and Emmitt Warring has ke “pt 
himself out in the open. 

The . HAIRMAN. Major, do you, as a long-time, experienced police 
officer, believe that eight or nine notorious racketeers could have be- 
come fabulously wealthy by gambling operations in the District of 
Columbia during the last 10 years without the cooperation or con- 
nivance of some of the most important police officers of the District ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, it could happen anywhere. It could happen in 
West Virginia. 

The nce in. No; it could not happen in West Virginia or in 
any other place without official cooperation or connivance. 

A Spe a from both expe rience and observation. rom April 1908 
till April I 10 [ was the mayor of my home city of Fairmont, W. Va. 
In that city’ s election in 1908 the re was a ple bise ite on the question : 
“Shall Fairmont be wet or dry?’ The pr actical meaning of this in- 
quiry was: “Shall the operation Fairmont’s brewery and 17 saloon : 
cease or continue?” In some of these saloons diversified gambling 
and unhindered prostitution were notoriously carried on. 

The avor ended over the Cc t\ counes which consisted of LO 
members, and in case of a tie he cast the deciding vote. He also had 
control of the police foree. 

In the 1908 city campaign, my opponent declared that if the op- 
portunity became available to him, he, as mayor, would cast the de- 
ciding vote in favor of the oper ation of the brewery and the saloons, 
regardless of whether the city voted “wet” or “dry.” On the other 
hand, I pledged myself, in the event of my election, to vote in ac- 
cord: ince with the e xpressed will of the people of the ¢ ity on the wet 
and dry issue, and I further promised that if I were elected and re 
people voted “dry,” I would make the city dry and — rid it of 1 
bawdy houses and gambling — By a majority of 50, the city was 
voted “dry.” Bya majority of 50, I was elected mayor. My promise 
was fully redeemed, and the city was made so dry that a newspaper 
reporter remarked that it was necessary for a wild goose to carry its 
canteen when it flew over Fairmont, W. Va. The bawdy houses were 
closed and the proprietors of one of the best known of these houses not 
only left the city, but moved to a distant Northwestern State within 
a few weeks after I became mayor of the city. 

In my opinion, re lie offiei: als can and shot tld do much to prevent 
crime. The general lawlessness of the District of ¢ sg Tag is a dis 
grace not only to the officials who are responsible for but also to 
those who are responsible for the of flicials who have pe ieee certal 
species of it to flourish here as it has flourished nowhere else, in sim- 
ilar circumstances, in the country. 

Mr. Barrerr. We have got the cleanest record of any city in the 
world. 
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The Cuamman. That statement is in irrepressible conflict with the 
record. According to the 1950 census, the population of Washington 
is 802,178; of C leveland 914.808: of Baltimore 949.708: of Chie ago 
3,620,962. But Washington, with its 802,000, has as many murders 
as Cleveland with its 914,000. W ashington, with its 802,000, has 30 
percent more robberies than Baltimore with its 949,000. Washing- 
ton, with its 802,000, has more aggravated assaults than Chicago with 
its 344 million people. 

Mr. Barrerr. But it is cleared up. 

The Ciaran. It may have been cleared up to your satisfaction, 
but certainly not to mine and, in my opinion, not to the satisfaction 
of any other member of this committee, or any other thoughtful, law- 
abiding, responsible man or woman in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. Barrerr. Statistics speak for themselves. If there is something 
wrong, you don’t clean up crime—from the Kefauver committee it 
was brought out that in certain cities murders existed, et cetera. That 
don’t happen here. If a crime committee—— 

The Cuarrman. You say murders do not happen here? 

Mr. Barrerr. Sure, they happen here. Eighty-six of them, 86 
cleaned up 1 year, year before last. Year be ioe that 65 cleaned up. 
They happen, but the crime is cleared. If it is something wrong, 
policemen can’t take action. Everybody ane ir the responsibility, 
from the man on the beat to the top man. It would be to a great 
advantage, it would have been to me and it will be a great help to 
Chief Murray if he could get the vacancies filled that he has in the 
Police Department. 

You can hold a man on the beat at that time responsible for what- 
ever goes on on his beat, and today that don’t happen. A man runs 
three beats and may not get to his regular beat maybe once a week. 

The CHairman. Major, if the Superintendent of Police is not re- 
sponsible for the crime situation in the District of Columbia, who is? 

Mr. Barrerr. I realize that I am responsible for crime, I was, and 
it is the duty of Chief Murray now, and every means possible has been 
used to stamp it out, and we have made an outstanding record, and 
there is a gentleman right in this room from the ‘Cuacieal Justice 
Association that has kept a record and is very close to the FBI, and 
that gentleman can tell you, Mr. Flynn. 

The Cuainman. Off the record. 

(There was discussion off the record.) 

The Cuamman. The subcommittee will hold a 5-minute executive 
session, and reconvene at 2 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, the subcommittee retired into executive session, the 
public hearing to resume at 2 p. m. of this same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


The Cyatmman. The committee will be in order. Proceed. Gen- 
tlemen, no pictures are to be made at this time. 


FURTHER TESTIMONY OF ROBERT J. BARRETT, ACCOMPANIED BY 
CHARLES E. FORD AND DANIEL B. MAHER, ATTORNEYS 


Mr. Bauman. Major ee are you ready? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, si 

Mr. Bauman. When nuit mother died, did Emmitt Warring send 
a floral wreath ? 
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Mr. Barrerr. I couldn’t tell you. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know whether or not he did ? 

Mr. Barretr. To my best knowledge, no. If he did, it wasn’t in 
Emmitt Warring’s name. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know whether he gave your daughter a wed- 
ding present when she was married ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. He did not. That was asked me at the grand jury, 
asked whether he was at my daughter’s wedding and whether he gave 
my daughter a silver service, and that positively is not true. 

Mr. Bauman. I merely asked whether he gave your daughter a 
wedding present, and you said “No.” 

Mr. Barrerr. That isthe answer. It is not true. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know a man by the name of Abraham Plisco. 
alias Jewboy Dietz? 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know him personally ‘ 

Mr. Barrerr. I have known him since I have been a policeman. 

Mr. Bauman. How did you happen to meet him ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. His people had a store in the 600 block, either his 
people or his wife’s people had a store in the 600 block of Pennsy] 
vania Avenue NW. 

Mr. Bauman. What is Jewboy Dietz’s business ? 

Mr. Barretr. He is a florist, and he has got the same reputation as 
those that you asked me about, a gambler. 

Mr. Bauman. A big gambler; is that right’ 

Mr. Barrer. As a gambler. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you say he is a big gambler or a small gambler 

Mr. Barretrr. Well, I will say he was. 

Mr. Bauman. Was what, sir? 

Mr. Barrerr. A big gambler. Mv information is—— 

Mr. Bauman. Until when, Major? 

Mr. Barrerr. My information that I have received from members 
of the department in the last year or so, that he hasn’t been around 
Washington often. He has a home in North Carolina. 

Mr. Batman. How often would you say you have seen him in the 
last year ? 

Mr. Barretr. I don’t know. I couldn’t answer it. I don’t know 
whether I have ever seen him in the past year. I used to see him often 
when I was in the Detective Bureau. 

Mr. Bacman. Where did you see him on those occasions ? 

Mr. Barrett. I have seen him in headquarters, I have seen him on 
the street. I used to, when I was in the Detective Bureau, I used to 
see him hanging around at the Washington Hotel. 

Mr. Batman. You say you have seen him at your office at police 
headquarters ? 

Mr. Barrett. Never at my office. 

Mr. Bauman. You have seen him in Police Headquarters Building? 

Mr. Barrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And what is the nature of your relationship with 
Mr. Dietz? 

Mr. Barrerr. No relationship whatsoever. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, you have seen him on the street, you have chatted 
with him, socialized with him? 

Mr. Barretr. I have seen you. 
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Mr. Bauman. You have never chatted with me on the street. 

Mr. Barretr. No; I wouldn’t chat with you. 

Mr. Bauman. All the chatting we will do, we will do across this 
table. 

Mr. Barrer. That’s right. 

Senator WELKER. May I suggest that we keep the matter in judicial 
decorum. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, when you saw Mr. Dietz, what would be the 
nature of the conversations you would have with him ? 

Mr. Barrett. I don’t remember any particular conversations I had 
with him. I do remember one time when I was—I think I first went 
back to the Detective Bureau from No. 7 as captain, I parked in the 
1400 block of F Street one night and he came up to my ear. I believe 
that was in 1941-42, and he had a conversation with me. I forget just 
what it was. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever see him in his home? 

Mr. Barrert. Never been in his home. 

Mr. Bauman. Has he ever been to your home ? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever see Dietz at Nags Head when you were 
fishing there? 

Mr. Barrer. No, sir. I went to Nags Head with a group of police- 
men, and the newspapers carried — names of those that went on the 
trip. The newspapers here called Nags Head and a photographer 
down there that took pictures of the group that was there, and we 
went to a retired policeman’s house and stayed there, from his house 
to the fishing boat 2 days, and home. 

Mr. Bauman. Could you estimate for the committee the number of 
times per year that you would see Jewboy Dietz? 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, I haven’t seen him. I told you that I haven’t 
seen him often at all since I have been major. When I was around as 
chief of detectives and a detective, I saw him often. At nights after 
roll call when they had roll call in the old building, many a time I’ve 
seen him outside, standing there. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you stop and converse with him ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Me? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. 

Mr. Barrerr. Sure, at that time. 

The Cuatrrman. Major, what was he doing at that time? 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t know what he was doing. I was detective 
sergeant. I had no—— 

The Cuamrman. Was he then in the gambling business? 

Mr. Barrerr. I feel that he was, truthfully. At that time I feel 
that he was, but whether he had been locked up or was down there, it 
was right on the corner of Fifth and D that I seen him on many 
occasions, seen him talking to a number of policemen. 

Mr. Bauman. Just passing the time of day ? 

Mr. Barrerr. No. It seems to me as though he was waiting for them 
to talk to him, and I recall that he had been arrested several times right 
at that particular time, so it must have been in regards to the case. 

Mr. Bauman. In December 1945 and January 1946 while you were 
chief of detectives, did you become aware that Captain Blackman had 
ordered Detectives J. G. Williams and B. D. Clark to arrest Dietz if 
they saw him violating the law around the Washington Hotel ? 
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Mr. Barrerr. No, sir, that is not true, and I am prepared to answer 
you very truthfully about that. 

At that time I had started a hotel squad, and I assigned four men 
from the Detective Bureau on that squad, and I contacte .d the managers 
of the hotels and told them about this particular squad and asked 
their full cooperation, and I promised to give them. 

Mr. Swadley, who was the manager of the Washington Hotel and 
who is manager now of the Astor chain—and I have a letter here from 
him that I received not long ago, that when TI called him, he told me 
to send up two of the men, that he had something that he wanted to 
take up with them. 

There was two men went up there, I think I told Blackman to send 
the first two he got ahold of, and they went up there and the complaint 
was Dietz, and there was some argument in headquarters about Dietz 
being arrested because Swadley owed him money, but Dietz was 
charged with gambling, and I think possession of a tear-gas pen. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever tell any police officers involved in that 
case that in case Dietz was picked up for violation of the numbers law, 
that he was to be brought down to your office rather than to be booked, 
that you would handle the matter ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Dietz has never been brought into my office, and | 
think the records at he: adquarters will show that Dietz was brought 
in by two members of the squad, of the hotel squad, and was turned 
over to the gambling squad. 

The Cuairman. That isn’t responsive. The reporter will read the 
question. 

(Question read by reporter.) 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. After Dietz was arrested, did you call any detec 
tive down to —_ office and ask why he had not been eonah in, and 
were you told that the last order they had been given was that the 
man was to be arrested and booked in the usual course ? 

Mr. Barrerr. No. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know Detective Sgt. William Christian / 

Mr. Barrerr. William Christian? Yes, sir; worked with him. 

Mr. Bauman. What was his assignment in December 1947 or Janu 
ary 1948? Was he on the fugitive squad ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Assigned to the Detective Bureau, fugitive squad, 
I think. 

Mr. Bauman. During this period, to your knowledge, did he go to 
Hyattsville or Upper Marlboro? 

Mr. Barrerr. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he ever ask you for permission to go there? 

Mr. Barrerr. Give me the date, please, again. 

Mr. Bauman. I would say in December of 1947 or January 1948. 

Mr. Barrerr. He wouldn't have to, he wouldn’t come in contact 
with me. He would have to take it up with his chief, Chief Murray, 
or Inspector Bryant, either one of them. I was up on the fifth floor. 
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that question, if I sent a detective or a Detective Sergeant Christian to 

Marlboro to intercede for Dietz, which I did not; had no conversation 
in the world with Detective Sergeant Christian on interceding for 
Dietz. who had been arrested in Marlboro. 

Mr. Bauman. Sir, I might point out that I did not ask the question 
if vou sent him to intercede for Dietz. 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, that’s what—— 

Mr. Bauman. Do you personally know Sam Beard ? 

Mr. Barrerr. | have known Sam Beard Jus t like I’ve known the 
rest. Ihaven’t seen Sam Beard, I would say, 25 times in my life. 

Mr. Bauman. But you did know him to t: alk to and on occasion did 
talk to him / 

Mr. BARRETT. I talked to him on one occasion that he was brought 
into headquarters later on a case he was brought in, just spoke to him, 
and he later went to jail on it. 

I saw him another Sunday morning, which would be 3 or 4 years 
ago, passing the corner of Seventh and E NW., and I received informa 
tion about a year ago that he was hanging out at a store over near 
North Capital and H NE., and later was advised that he left there and 
went back to Maryland: It was information brought to me by mem- 
bers of the vice squad. 

Mr. Bauman. Now Shep Shapiro is a man you did know 
that right? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes sir; I knew him well. 

Mr. Bauman. You knew him ve ry well? 

Mr. Barrerr. Not very well. I knew him prac the ally the same as 
these, but he was known to practically every policeman, every detective 
and every police officer in W ashington. 

He was a man that tried to be very friendly to policemen. He put 
on Walkathons, that was here in Washineton. He staged them, a num 
ber of them, until they outlawed them, and we used to be detailed 
around them. 

Mr. Bauman. Was he pretty friendly with you 4 

Mr. Barrerr. I knew him; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. I take it the answer to the question “Was he friend]) 
with you” is yes ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Asa matter of fact you have on a number of occasions 
dined with him, haven’t you 4 

Mr. Barrerr. At his restaurant. He had a restaurant and had a 
whisky license. 

Mr. Bauman. And you would stop in there and have din ner with 
him and perhaps one or two other friends of yours, is that right / 

Mr. Barrerr. I had maybe with another detective that was aliy 
with me, even had a short wave radio in the restaurant. 

Mr. Bauman. Was that. for your convenience, Major? 

Mr. Barrerr. Not for mine, but he was a little nuts about police 
men and it was more or less a hangout for the policemen out in the 
cars cruising that wanted to drop in there and get a cup of coffee. 

The Cuamman. Do you mean at a gambling joint ? 

: Mr. Barrerr. This wasn’t an vy gambling joint. He had a whisky 

license. He had a license to sell whisky. It wasn’t any 
joint. It was a restaurant. 
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Mr. Bauman. But he wasa very well-known gambler all during this 
period, wasn’t he, Major? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You mean to say that Shep Shapiro in this time was 
not a known rackets figure ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Not at that time he was not known as a gambler. 

Mr. Bauman. What time are you talking about, Major’ d 

Mr. Barrerr. When he had Harvey's Restaurant over there, when 
he ran that restaurant. 

Mr. Bauman. What year was that, sir? 

Mr. Barrerr. | am trying to see if I have it here. It was around 
September the 28th, 1943. It was in there for about a year and a half 
that he had this particular restaurant, and before that he ran the 
walkathons for 7 or 8 years. 

Mr. Bauman. As a matter of fact during all this period he was 
a known numbers operator, or isn’t that correct, Major? 

Mr. Barretr. No, sir, he didn’t violate the law at that time. 

Mr. Bauman. You mean to say you had never heard that about the 
time of 1943 Shep Shapiro was a notorious gambler in Washington. 

Mr. Barretr. No, sir. He had a license to operate a restaurant and 
was given an ABC license, and if he had that kind of reputation, he 
would have never gotten a license to operate a liquor store. 

The Cuamrman. Major, please answer the question yes or no, and 
then make your explanation. 

Mr. Barretr. Senator, don’t you think that is the best way when 
you can tell—— 

The Crarrman. The Chair thinks the best way to answer a simple 
question is to say “yes” or “no”. 

Mr. Barrett. ie at that time. 

Mr. Bauman. Had you ever heard that he was a partner of either 
Puddinhead Jones or Roger Simkins at about that time? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir, it wasn’t at that time. It was after that, 
after he got rid of that restaurant. 

Mr. Bauman. That he became a partner of whom ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t know who he was a partner to, but I knew 
that he did hang out with a lot of colored people up at seventh and T. 
That was my information after that. 

Senator Werxer. When did you first learn, Major Barrett, that 
Shapiro had gone from the saloon business and the restaurant busi- 
ness to that of gambling? 

Mr. Barretr. It must have been 1945 or 1946. He later came to my 
attention daily in his last days. Inspector Covell was captain of 
No. 1, and there was a hang-out for gamblers that we thought it 
was a gambling joint on Eleventh Street, and the captain used to 
give me reports about the different gamblers meeting in this particular 
place, and I had talked to him and he ordered all of his officials to 
make visits in there every tour of duty and to come into the station and 
to record them. We did that so often that we were threatened to 
be sued, and right about that time Shapiro died. 

Mr. Bauman. Did vour personal relationship with Shapiro con- 
tinue up to about the time of his death? 

Mr. Barrett. No, I never seen anything of him, never went near 
him. 

Mr. Bauman. After when? 
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Mr. Barrett. In fact after I got major, why I lost my contact with 
all those people. I never went anywhere where I could by any chance 
have a gambler or anybody else come up and shake hands with me. 
If I did, I stood out in the open with a number of men. I never went 
to a prize fight. I used to go to the prize fights when I was detective 
and neve wr missed one, never “missed one; went to other places, but after 
I became major, I never went any place that any of th 1em could come 
over and even speak to me. 

The CHarrman. How long did they continue to operate the police 
radio system in the saloon ? 

Mr. Barrerr. It wasn’t any police system. It was just an ordinary 
radio that you could turn on. 

The CuHarrman. Was it a two-way radio? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. I thought you said that a radio was operated there. 

Mr. Barrerr. Short wave. It was a combination. You could turn 
it on and get music. You can turn it on another notch and get police 

calls, and my trouble was that I went there most of the time when 
calls would go out for robberies and I would appear on the scene and 
the car was lagging coming there; a couple times I went by there and 
men were in there getting a sandwich, and asked him to get rid of the 
thing. 

The Cratrman. How long did they continue to operate it for the 
benefit of the police ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. I would say a couple of years, to the best of my 
knowledge. 

The Cuatrman. Until 1945, 1946, or 1947? 

Mr. Barrerr. I think it was between, the best of my recollection is 
he had it up to around 1946, 

The CuarrMan, Then that would be about a year after you found 
out that Shapiro was in the gambling business, because you said that 
he did not become a gambler until about 1945 ? 

Mr. Barrer. 1945 or 1946. I don’t know the date. I have a report 
here that I can get a date off that he had it. That was October 21, 1943, 
and I know that he stayed there at least a year, a year and a half 
after that. 

The CHammMan. When did he die? 

Mr. Barrerr. I couldn’t tell you. 

Mr. Bauman, It was in 1948, wasn’t it? 

Mr. Barrerr. That he died ? 

Mr. Bauman. That he died. 

Mr. Barrerr. Inspector Covell could tell you. He is back there. 
He knows. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Shep Shapiro ever give you a gift of any kinc? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he ever give you a watch? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Perhaps this is very unfair, and I don’t mean to be, 
but my information is that you have a watch with the intitials ROBT 
instead of the numerals, and “Barrett” for the rest of the numerals. 
Do you have such a watch? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 
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Mr. Bauman. Did you ever have such a watch‘ 

Mr. Barretr. I did. 

Mr. Bauman. Who gave you that watch ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. My wife bought that watch for me, and I think we 
have a receipt home for it. 

Mr. Bauman. All right, sir. 

Mr. Barrerr. That is going way back now. That watch, if I’ve 
still got it, I haven't seen it for 10 years, so that don’t even fit in with 
the picture with Shapiro. I have had another wrist watch since 
then, and I have had that 5 or 6 years, so I know that it’s 10 or 12 years 
since I had that. It’s a small watch with an old-time band on it. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Shapiro attend the dinner that was given to you 
when you became chief of detectives ¢ 

Mr. Barrert. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know Puddinhead Jones personally ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you ee what his reputation is / 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, si 

Mr. Bauman. W ee is it? 

Mr. Barrerr. Just arrested a week ago for gambling. He is known 
as 2 gambler. ' 

Mr. Bauman. How long has he been known as a gambler ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, he is known as a gambler back as far as 1935, 
small gambler, not anywheres compared with the people that you have 
talked ‘about, but I would like to say—and I would like to go on record, 
and it’s a record in the court—that he was one of the most helpful 
persons that’s ever been to the Police Dep irtment. 

Senator Weniker. Major, who are vou reféerrine to, Puddinhead 
! mes, now ¢ ; 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir 

Senator Werixer. I wish you would exnlaim that » little bit more to 
the committee. It would be most helpful. Would he give you i ie 
tips al a cooperation as to the diffe ‘rent 11 divi ich ints? 

Mr. Barrerr. Solve murders for us, Senator, helped us solve them. 
(gave us inforn lation that solved outstanding murders. 


Senator WELKER. ] would take it by that vou would TO down and 
Sol ething would | la ppel in Puddin head Jones’ district. you would 
inquire as to who would likely be the man who did that / 

Mh BARR r? I reme!l her ons nig) yt t] ; | wad calle j byy the chief 
of detectives 2 or 3 o'clock in the morning and a crime han ened. I 
think it was a murder, and they told me about it and I called Inspector 
Scott and also called Jones, and told him to meet Scott out at th 
reservoir, and he talked to him and the results were the ease was 
So'rved 


Later he rot involh ed in some trou} le. H >was he Ipin ran invest 
sator for the Un ted States attorney ‘s office. and it developed that 


ac Y ve ved a little bit himself in the cese that he was helpin o 
with, and he was convicted in front of Judge Briley and eight or nin 
policemen went ¢ ver to JIndge Bailey aidan the j judge the facts that 
he had helped us all with. , 

=e if Wer KER. Now. Major. ae you an 1d members of the 


oli nar? + « ‘eis } a 
Police Department appreciate the help that Puddinhead Jones gav: 
you in the law-enforcement work. Now as a result of that appre« 


hn. did vi lu oOo! i] vi ne wit! your ky ow ledae or consent ever exte 
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any favors to Puddinhead Jones, favors which would permit him to 
go ahead and operate while other less fortunate people would be 
arrested ¢ 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. On one occasion, Mr. Senator—I don’t know 
the date—I received a call from this Sergeant Nichols that you re- 
ferred to me this morning, on a Saturday afternoon. I went home, 
was going to come back to work that night. 

I don’t know whether I was major or - whether I was chief of detec- 
aeaa but this Nichols called me up and told me that he had some 
information was very important, that there was cards put out, that 
there was going to be a big game on U Street. 

Senator Weixer. Will you go ahead and identify that? Cards 
being put out, what do you mean by that / 

Mr. Barrerr. Notices. They refer to them as hops sometimes, 
colored gatherings. It used to be that night you would have it at 
John Jones’ place and they would have pigs feet and potato salad 
and it would wind up in a crap game and they would sell whisky. The 
next night it would be another section of the city. 

Senator Wetker. Send out invitations then, in other words? 

Mr. Barrerr. A card, have a cheap card printed, and they would 
pass them out to their friends. 

So he called up this afternoon, Thursday afternoon, and he told me 
that it was going to be the biggest thing that ever happened on U 
Street. I asked him where he was and he told me and [ told him to 
stay where he was. 

I have never talked to the officials about this, never been asked this 
question since it happened. I called No. 18 and I got Lieutenant 
Clark, who is captain now, and I told him to go over to this address 
and get Nichols, get a statement from him and take the proper ac- 
tion. It was this Puddinhead running this particular game on U 
Street and they raided the game that night. 

Senator Weixer. And was Puddinhead arrested and convicted ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Werker. Notwithstanding the fact that he had done 
favors? 

Mr. Barrerr. He has been arrested a number of times. In fact 
he was arrested, from what I saw in the newspapers, Christmas night, 
I believe it was. 

Senator Weikxer. Was Puddinhead’s case different from any of the 
other big name gamblers? Did any of the other big name gamblers or 
little gamblers like Puddinhead like to do little favors like informing 


on others so that they might create good will in the eyes of the Police 
Department ? 

Mr. Barrerr. That’s happened on numerous, many, many occasions. 
When I was a young detective sergeant and headquarters was at 
Fourteenth and Pennsylvania Avenue in the old District Building, 
it was nothing unusual to come out of roll call and see five gamblers 
waiting there to give detectives information. 

I remember one occasion where while at rolleal] somebody called 
in, came in and called two or three men out. They went out, wasn’t 
gone 15 minutes when they come back. They had been over to the 
Willard Hotel. Some out-of-town men had registered there with a 
suitcase full of guns and so forth, and shortly afterward had the 
guns and everything else. 
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Senator Werixer. The point I wanted clear in the record, notwith- 
standing that courtesy and that information given to you by these 
gangsters, you and the other members of the Department went ahead 
and enforced the law without fear or favor even as against these 
informers? 

Mr. Barrerr. That is right, and, Mr. Senator, I would like to make 
this statement. At that time, at the Davis committee there was some 
question brought up as to why the vice squad, the gambling squad, 
was not under the Detective Bureau. There was an official in the 
Department at that time that was very anxious to have the gambling 
squad under the Detective Bureau. 

Well, that just don’t mix for a detective to be locking him up one 
day and getting information from him the next. That doesn’t work 
more or less all over the country. That’s more or less a system that 
they have kept detectives away from them so they can get informa- 
tion. If the law is violated in their presence, it’s up to them to take 
action. 

Senator Weiker. Thank you, Major. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Puddinhead ever help you solve any gambling 
situations in any way? 

Mr. Barrer. W ell, if I answered that question the way you are 
asking it to me, it’s liable to cause a lot of trouble. I mean I have 
answered about Puddinhead Jones pretty clearly I think, and I don’t 
think anybody wants you to give the sources of your information. I 
mean I’ve explained him pretty plainly. 

Mr. Bauman. Major, I want to assure you that I am not going to 
ask you about specific cases, but did he ever give you any information 
about gambling? . 

Mr. Barrerr. I can say that he has given other members informa- 
tion on gambling. 

Mr. Bauman. Has he given you any, sir? 

Mr. Barrerr. Not me, no, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you authorize in Christmas, 1949, the use of the 
Police Boys’ Club for a Christmas dinner that Puddinhead Jones 
wanted to throw ? 

Mr. Barrett. In where? 

Mr. Bauman. The Police Boys’ Club at No. 2, Twelfth and U 
Streets. 

Mr. Barrett. No, sir. That’s something that has happened up ther 
for years. The colored people in that neighborhood—I think that he 
is one of them—TI think all the colored policemen in the department, 
the colored newspapers and other organizations have a big day every 
Christmas up there, and I have loaned the colored policemen to assist 
them to serve poor families a free meal. 

Mr. Bauman. I didn’t ask that, sir. Did you authorize—— 

Mr. Barrerr. I did not. I had no right. I don’t have any right 
authorizing anything for the Boys’ Club. They have a president. 

Mr. Bauman. Were you ever told that Mr. Polk objected to the use 
of the Police Boys’ C lub by a known gambler like Jones? 

Mr. Barrerr. No, sir. 

Mr. BauMan. Was that ever brought to your attention? 

Mr. Barrett. I heard about it. I heard about it, and there was some 
discussion at that time about it, and I let the Boys’ Club know about it. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Mr. Binswanger ever talk to you about the use 
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of a Boys’ Club by a gambler like Jones for throwing this kind of a 
Christmas party ¢ 

Mr. Barrett. No, sir, I talked to him about it. I drew it to his 
attention at that time. 

Mr. Bauman. Was it your position that the Police Boys’ Club in 
No. 2 should or should not be used for such pur poses ? 

Mr. Barretr. Well, personally I wouldn’t object to them using the 
Boys’ Club. That has no connection—for underprivileged boys. I 
have nothing to do with the building. I was just a person trying to 
do for the underprivileged boys, and myself, whether it was a gambler 
or whether it was a murderer or anybody else that was trying to help 
one, it was all right with me. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you say it would be a good thing for the boys, 
the underprivileged boys in this community, to see a gambler with such 
apparent aflluence that he could throw a party of this size for them? 

Mr. Barrett. Well, it’s just like I told you. I know nothing about 
the party. I was never there. It was brought to my attention, but 
personally I don’t object to it. Anybody that done anything for poor, 
underprivileged kids is all right with me. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know Charles E. Nelson personally, Major ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I went to New York on a case. I was assigned as a 
detective sergeant to No. 9 in 1938 to 1939, and he reported to No. 9 
the theft of $4,000, a money belt of $4,000, suspected his maid, and I 
got the assignment from headquarters, interviewed him and had the 
servant arrested in Brooklyn. 

I went up, went to the grand jury, and then met him later on at my 
house when some man run off with his wife and took a lot of his 
money, and he went to headquarters twenty of eight one morning and 
asked for me, and I was in the Detective Bureau, and Lieutenant 
Sullivan then was on the desk there. 

He called me up, told me that there was a man and wornan wanted 
to see me, very important. I told him I would wait home. I was 
ready to go out the door. My little girl was ready to go to school. 

He comes to my front door and I hadn’t recognized him, he had 
changed, but anyway he was very excited, started tearing his wife’s 
coat off, and in his wife’s the lining of her coat, she had quite a bit of 
money that she had run off with this man and taken out of their safe 
out at Ritchie, Md. 

Mr. Bauman. What was the amount, Major? Was it $70,000? 

Mr. Barrerr. $7,000, I believe something like that. 

Mr. Bauman. Sir? ° 

Mr. Barretr. Seventy thousand? It could be. 

Mr. Bauman. I asked if it was 70 thousand. 

Mr. Barretr. I think I made that statement it was about 70 thou- 
sand. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Mr. Nelson come to you, to New York, on that 
trip when you went = on that complaint ? 

Mr. Barrerr. No; I came back with him. 

Mr. Bauman. Sir? 

Mr. Barrett. I came back with him. I had to go out and be in court 
with the case, and I came back on the train with him. 

Mr. Bauman. Was he a numbers man then? 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. He later came to the attention of the police 
when his brother came to police headquarters and gave them certain 
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information about him, gave certain information as to some men going 
to hold up his place. I don’t have the date on that, but the results 
of it, one of the hold-up men was killed, I was just a detective ser 
geant at that time. 

Mr. Bauman. If I may clear up my own mind on this thing, that 
complaint was made around 1938; right? 

Mr. Barretr. 1938 or 1939. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. Charles E. Nelson was the complainant; is 
that correct ? 

Mr. Barrett. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. He was in no way the defendant in the action; is that 
right? 

Mr. Barretr. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. And he was up in New York and you went up to 
New York; is that correct? 

Mr. Barrett. I sent a telegram and had to take the warrant, and the 
girl waived and was ready to return, but we had to go into court, had 
to have her turned over to me. 

Mr. Bauman. You went up and got her; is that right ? 

Mr. Barretr. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. And you came down on the train with Mr. Nelson? 

Mr. Barrerr. That’s right. 

Mr. Bauman. At that time he was a big numbers man; is that cor- 
rect‘ 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t think that he was as big as all this says now. 
There was never any publicity. I knew that he had the reputation, 
and he also had North Beach. Most of his business was the owner 
and operator of all the concessions at North Beach, Md., at that time. 

Mr. Bauman. He was a known numbers man, if not a big one: is 
that correct? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you think his was the kind of company you 
wanted to keep ? 

Mr. Barrerr. I wanted to keep? 

Mr. Bauman. Coming back from New York? 

Mr. Barrerr. He was coming back. The case was over. The girl 
got out on = What harm is that? I mean, I have been on many 
a train many a place with people. I mean, I didn’t necessarily want 
to—I have never been to the man’s house or anything else later. 

He didn’t even give me information about certain things that was 
happening. He went to other members of the department and gave 
Cheer tothem. That's how friendly he was with me. 
ator W ELKER. Let me see if I can’t hurry this along, Major. 

( In - trip back from New York, did you sit in the same space with 
Mr. Nel son { 

Mr. aes. I talked to him, yes, sir. 

Senator Weriker. Did you visit back and forth all the w ay back and 
forth from New York? 

Mr. B sRRETT. We sat together 4 hours. 
Senator Weiker. Four hours? 
_ Mr. Barrerr. Talking about the case. Something happened about 


the ase. here w as a money belt. The money belt was recovered 
in her uncle's closet in New York. The monev was gone, and he was 
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blaming certain ones in New York for stealing the money. We had 
the girl, we had the money belt and no money. 

Senator Werxker. I take it during that time you felt you were get- 
ting some police information from. anything you could learn from 
Mr. Nelson? 

Mr. Barrett. I was talking to him. I talked to him all the way 
back. I left him at Union Station. 

Senator Wetker. Did he at that time ever offer you any conces- 
sions or favors, or did you offer him any ? 

Mr. Barrer. Had none to do for him. 

Senator Werker. That is all. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you at any time used Police Department per- 
sonnel to perform personal services for you, Major Barrett ! 

Mr. Barrerr. Repeat it, please. 

Mr. Bauman. I say, have you at any time used Police Department 
personnel to perform personal services for you? 

Mr. Barrerr. Now, what do you mean by that, Mr. Bauman? 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever used any member of the Police De- 
partment ‘ 

Mr. Barrerr. To do what? 

Mr. Bauman. To do any carpentry, masonry, bartending, chauf- 
feuring, any of those services. 

Mr. Barrerr. On their day off, yes, sir, I have used police personnel 
and I have used retired policemen, and so forth. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, as a matter of fact when you have wanted to 
use them for those purposes, vou have had them put on annual leave 
in many cases; isn’t that true? 

Mr. Barrerr. Get them to take leave; yes, sir. Nobody that I can 
recall has ever done anything for me, and I made it my business to 
make them take leave. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know a man by the name of Charles B. 
Porter, who died in 1948? 

Mr. Barrerr. Charles B. ? 

Mr. Bauman. Porter. 

Mr. Barrerr. Don’t recall. Who is he? 

Mr. Bauman. I am sure you will recall if you know him. Did 
you know such a man? 

Mr. Barrerr. I don’t know who you are talking about. 

Mr. Bauman. He may have been with the Times-Herald. 

Mr. Barrerr. Porter? 

Mr. Bauman. You don’t know him? 

Mr. Barrerr. No. 

Mr. Maver. May he consult with me, Mr. Chairman? I may be 
able to refresh his recollection. 

The CuarrMan. Certainly. 

Mr. Barrerr. No; I don’t know him. I remember his death. 1 
don’t know him. 

Mr. Bauman. You never sent anybody to his home to collect his 
personal effects, or anything of that kind, did you? 

Mr. Barrerr. If he died, automatically that would happen by the 
homicide squad. They would take his e flects. 

Mr. Bauman. His home is in Charleston, W. Va., sit 

Mr. Barrett. I believe from the results of things that happened 
in that case, that one of the men from the homicide squad did go 
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there. I mean there was quite a few stories about it, and my recol- 
lection is clear as I can make it that some members of the homicide 
squad did go there. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you send them there? 

Mr. Barrerr. They went with my authority. What year was it? 

Mr. Bauman. I believe it was in 1948, Major. 

Mr. Barrerr. Well, the Chief of Detectives would generally ask 
me would it be all right, and I never remember ever turning him 
down. 

Mr. Bauman. Actually if you did, you say it was because yon 
felt that it had to with the circumstances of his death ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. I just have one more question for you, Major. 

After you became major and superintendent, did you request that 
the Manual of Police Procedure be changed so that the Major and 
Superintendent would have the power to transfer men without the 
approval of the Board of District C ommissione rs? 

Mr. Barrerr. That’s never been in the manual, Mr. Bauman. 
The Major and Superintendent has always had permission to transfer 
any personnel, but if it’s an official involved, it’s always been a policy 
to take it up with the Board of Commissioners. 

What year did you say? 

Mr. Bauman. lam getting it for you, Major. Just aminute. The 
changes were approved on August 19 of 1948 and effective on Novem- 
ber 19 of 1948, and they affected the manual of 1937. 

Mr. Mauer. Mr. Chairman, it so happens that I drew that new 
police manual with the assistance of a group of senior officers in the 
Police Department. Now I am familiar with the matter which Mr. 
Bauman has brought to the attention .of the committee. May I re- 
fresh Mr. Barrett’s recollection with respect to that particular 
matter ¢ 

The Cuamman. Without objection that may be done. 

Mr. Barrerr. Mr. Bauman, Mr. Maher reminds me about that, and 
that was in the manual, but it was a matter of policy that it was never 
lived up to, only with high officials in the department, and you have 
a man here that worked in the executive office, Inspector ( ‘ovell that 
worked there for years from a private to a captain. He can give you 
a lot of facts about that. 

Mr. Bauman. You say except in the case of high officials, as I un- 
derstand your answer . Major Barrett. 

Mr. Barrer. That’s right. 

Mr. Bauman. The provision of the manual requiring the consent 
of the Board of Commissioners to transfer personnel was not ob- 
served, is that correct ? 

Mr. Barrerr. That’s right. 

Mr. Bauman. But in any event, the manual was changed in 1948? 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. To eliminate that provision altogether, is that right / 

Mr. Barrerr. We had a board of inspectors set up to change, go 
through all orders in the manual of the Police Department, and I 


believe Mr. Maher was counsel and had to be approved by the cor- 
poration counsel. 
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Mr. Bauman. After that change, in any event, you had sole and 
complete authority over the transfer of any personnel in the Police 
Department, is that correct ? 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. All right, sir. 

Mr. Chairman, I have no further questions of this witness at this 
time. 

The CHarrmMan. Any questions by members of the committee? 
Have counsel anything further? 

Mr, Forp. On my behalf, nothing whatever. 

The CnarrMan. Stand aside, Major. 

Mr. Mauer. Mr. Chairman, in the course of the progress of the 
interrogation of further witnesses, may we have leave, if the situation 
should develop, to furnish further information in refutation or ex- 
planation of any matter that may be elicited from any of the wit- 
nesses ¢ 

The Cuairman. Of course. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Chairman, the next witness I intend to call is a 
man by the name of Lowe who will contradict some of the things that 
Major Barrett has testified to. I thought I would call it to your atten- 
tion in case you want to extend to him the privilege of being here while 
he testifies. 

The CHarrman. All concerned will please take notice that Mr. Lowe 
will be the next witness. 

Mr. Barrerr. Thank you very much. 

The CHarrmMan. You are quite welcome. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if we could have a 5-minute 
recess. 

The Cuarman. Certainly. 

(After a short recess. ) 

The Cuarrman. The subcommittee will be in order. Call your next 
witness. 

Mr. Bauman. Charles W. Lowe. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Lowe, please come forward. 

Mr. Lowe, have you been sworn ? 

Mr. Lowe. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Hold up your right hand. Do you solemnly swear 
that the testimony you are about to give shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Lowe. I do. 

The CHatrMan. Be seated. 


TESTIMONY OF CHARLES W. LOWE, IJAMSVILLE, MD. 


Mr. Bauman. What is your name, sir? 

Mr. Lowr. Charles Washington Lowe. 

Mr. Bauman. L-o-w-e? 

Mr. Lowe. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Where do you live, sir? 

Mr. Lowe. I live at Ijamsville, Md. 

Mr. Bauman. During the month of July, and for sometime previous 
thereto, were you the owner of a farm at Ijamsville, Md. ? 

Mr. Lowe. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Bauman. And on or about July 4 or 5 of 1951 did you see 
Maj. Robert Barrett, of the Washington Police Department ? 

Mr. Lowe. I did. 

Mr. Bauman. Where was that? 

Mr. Lowe. At my farm. 

Mr. Bauman. And on what date was it, to the best of your recol- 
lection ? 

Mr. Lowe. It was either the 4th or 5th of July. 

Mr. Bauman. Of 1951? 

Mr. Lowe. Yes, sir. 


Mr. Bauman. Who accompanied Major Barrett on that particular 


occasion ¢ 

Mr. Lows. A Mr. Fisher, who was representing the Boyer real- 
estate firm, and several officers who came with Major Barrett. 

Mr. Bauman. Was one of them Detective Shade? 

Mr. Lowe. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Another one, Lieutenant Wolf? 

Mr. Lowe. I do not recall the names of any except Mr. Shade. 

Mr. Bauman. Sir, I wonder if we could have the pictures stopped 
while the witness is testifying. I personally find it distracting, and 
I am sure the witness does—the news photographers; that is, the 
flashbulbs. 

The CuatmMan. Please take the pictures you wish at once. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, will you tell us what happened on the farm 
at that particular day when Major Barrett came there ? 

Mr. Lowe. Well, of course, he came to look at the farm. He was 
shown the house and the barn, the cattle and equipment, and within 
a very short time he decided that he wanted to buy the farm. 

Mr. Bauman. What was the price that was set ? 

Mr. Lowe. $47,500. 

Mr. Bauman. That was subject to mortgages totaling about $24,400; 
is that right ? 

Mr. Lowe. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember what those mortgages were, 
roughly / 

Mr. Lown. One was $8,900 to the Prudential Insurance Co. The 
other was about $11,600 to a Mary E. Famous. There was $4,100 due 
the Farmers Home Administration on cattle and equipment. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you actually proceed to the signing of a formal 
contract in that connection ? 

Mr. Lowe. Not on that day. 

Mr. Bauman. When did you sign a contract with Major Barrett / 

Mr. Lowe. The following day. 

Mr. Bauman. Where was that contract signed ? 

Mr. Lowe. It was signed in Boyer’s office in Frederick, Md. 

Mr. Bauman. Who was present on that day ? 

Mr. Lowe. Mr. Boyer, Mr. Fisher, his secretary. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, before the contr: act was signed, had Mr. Barrett 
given you a deposit? 

Mr. Lowe. He gave a deposit to Mr. Fisher. 

Mr. Bauman. On what day was that ? 

Mr. Lowe. On the day he came to look at the farm, the first day. 

Mr. Bauman. That was the day before the contract was actually 
signed; is that correct ? 
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Mr. Lowe. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you outline the giving of that deposit ? 

Mr. Lowe. Major Barrett called Mr. Fisher into the machine shed. 

The Cuatrman. Into what? 

Mr. Lowe. I beg your pardon? 

The CHarrMAN. ~ Into what ? 

Mr. Lowe. Into a machine shed, a long shed that houses machinery, 
and asked me to come in at a later date, at a later hour rather. 

After Major Barrett and Mr. Fisher had talked for a few moments, 
I went in to be informed that Major Barrett had decided to buy the 
farm. Thereupon, Major Barrett took from his pocket a manila 
envelope from which he paid Mr. Fisher $1,000 in $100 bills. Mr. 
Fisher accepted the money. I counted the money, gave it back to Mr. 
Fisher, and Mr. Fisher gave him a receipt for the "$1,000. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you have any idea of what the total amount of 
money in that envelope was? 

Mr. Lowe. I do not have any idea what the total amount of money 
was. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you see any bills larger in denomination in that 
envelope than $100 bills? 

Mr. Lowe. I did. 

Mr. Bauman. What was the denomination of such bills? 

Mr. Lowe. I saw two or three $1,000 bills. 

Mr. Bauman. In that same envelope? 

Mr. Lowe. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Is there any doubt in your mind that those bills were 
$1,000 bills that you saw ¢ 

Mr. Lowe. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now at the time that Major Barrett gave you this 
deposit, did he have any further conversation with you about his buy- 
ing the farm and your keeping it quiet ? 

Mr. Lower. He asked me to please keep the deal quiet because there 
were a number of people in Washington who would like to get him out 
of his office and he did not wish to retire. I informed him that, as 
far as I was concerned, the matter could be kept quiet, but when the 
deed was given it would be a matter of public record in Frederick. 
He said that would be all right; that he could fix that, and he didn’t 
have to worry about that publicity. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he say for how long a period of time he did not 
want to retire? 

Mr. Lown. He said for several years. 

Mr. Bauman. The contract, the legal agreement, was signed on 
July 5. I believe you have testified to that; is that correct? 

Mr. Lowe. That was the day upon which I signed the contract, but 
M: ajor Barrett and his wife signed the contract over that coming week 
end in Colonial Beach or at their home in W ashington. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, what was the original closing date; what was 
the date on which he was supposed to close title? 

Mr. Lowe. September 5. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever hear that Major Barrett w: iui to ad- 
vance en ‘losing date at any time? 

Mr. Lowe. I did, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. From whom did you hear that ? 

Mr. Lowe. From my attorney in Frederick, Md. 
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Mr. Bauman. When did Major Barrett want to close ? 

Mr. Lowe. He wanted to settle on August 5. 

Mr. Bauman. Between the time of the signing of the contract and 
the time that the deal was ultimately called off, was Major Barrett 
ever present on the farm? 

Mr. Lowe. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. How many times would you say that he was there? 

Mr. Lowe. I could not be dogmatic about the number of times he 
visited the farm. He was there nearly every day except over the 
week ends. 

Mr. Bauman. You say he was on the farm nearly every weekday ; 
is that right ? 

Mr. Lowe. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And was he there alone on these occasions? 

Mr. Lowe. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Who would accompany him ? 

Mr. Lowe. Well, several different detectives came with him. Each 
time Mr. Shade came that I saw him on the farm; I was not present 
on the farm each time that he came and so I do not know exactly who 
came with him. 

Mr. Bauman. Was he always accompanied by some police officer? 

Mr. Lowe. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, the original contract contained a clause to the 
effect that, if either party defaulted, that party would have to pay a 
10-percent forfeiture; isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Lower. Correct. 

Mr. Bauman. About July 25, Major Barrett indicated to you that 
he did not want to go through with the purchase of the farm any 
more; is that right? 

Mr. Lowe. He indicated that to my attorney, but not to me. 

Mr. Bauman. In any event, that was communicated to you. 

Mr. Lowe. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What happened then? 

Mr. Lowe. I don’t believe that I follow your question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What efforts did Major Barrett make to collect this 
$1.000 back from you? 

Mr. Lower. Well, he made several efforts by way of blackmailing 
me and my family; and, rather than become involved under such 
conditions, I personally went to his office in Washington and signed a 
release to give him back his $1,000. 

Mr. Bauman. I show you this release which has already been 
meres in evidence, and ask you if that is the original. 

Mr. Lowe. That is. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you tell the committee what the nature of the 
attempted blackmail was, Mr. Lowe? 

Mr. Lowe. Well, he sent a detective to Winchester, Va., to investi- 
gate my record there. He sent a detective to Frederick, Md., who spent 
an entire day in the courthouse trying to find out something about me. 
He sent Mr. Shade to Emergency Hospital, where my father is em- 
ployed, and made very damaging threats both to me and to my father. 

Mr. Bauman. What wasthe nature of those threats ¢ 

Mr. Lowe. Well, he threatened to have my father fired from Emer- 
gency Hospital if the $1,000 was not returned. He threatened to 
have the police in any part of the United States follow me and check 
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on me, and he threatened to publish much of my own personal life 
in the newspapers which would blaspheme my life and character, 
and I didn’t propose to go through that embarrassment, and so L 
decided to give him his $1,000 back. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Detective Shade ever tell you that Major Barrett 
wanted the original or your copy of the contract back ¢ 

Mr. Lowe. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Tell the committee the circumstances pertaining to 
that. 

Mr. Lower. Mr. Shade told me in the major’s office, on the day when 
I signed the release, that the major demanded my copy of the contract. 
I informed him that I was unwilling to surrender my copy of the 
contract until all three copies had been assembled in Mr. Boyer’s 
oflice and destroyed at one time. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ultimately give that copy of the contract to 
anybody ¢ 

Mr. Lower. I gave it to Mr. Boyer. 

Mr. Bauman. And do you know whether that copy was destroyed ¢ 

Mr. Lower. I did not check to find out, but I presume it was. 

Mr. Bauman. In any event, vou have never seen it again; is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Lower. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions of this witness, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CuatrmMan. Mr. Witness, please stand aside. 

Senator WELKER. Just a minute. How old are you, Mr. Lowe / 

Mr. Lowe. Forty-three. 

Senator WeLker. Are you a married man / 

Mr. Lowe. No, sir. 

Senator Weitxer. Have you ever been married / 

Mr. Lowe. No, sir. 

Senator Werxer. In yesterday’s testimony from Major Barrett, 
Mr. Lowe, he informed the committee that one of the reasons why 
he wanted the papers back was that he didn’t trust you because of 
your past record with respect to dealings in matters of business and 
otherwise. 

I am asking you this question: Did you at any time ever represent. 
to Major Barrett, his attorney, or anybody else that they would be 
entitled to $2,500 from the State of Maryland which was due the 
prospective purchaser from the State of Maryland for a right-of-way 
or an easement to that property ‘ 

Mr. Lowe. No, sir. 

Senator WeLker. You never had anything to say to him about that ? 

Mr. Lowe. Yes, sir; but not in the amount of $2,500. 

Senator Wet_ker. How much in amount did you say he was 
entitled to? . 

Mr. Lowe. I explained in detail to him that there was a case pending: 
between the owner of my farm and the State road commission where- 
upon the State road commission would pay $1,539 less cost to the 
rightful owner of the property at the time the case was settled, and 
if Major Barrett was the owner of the property at the time the case: 
was settled he would receive the $1,539, if so decided by the court, 
and T wanted to be perfectly honest with Major Barrett, and so I had 
that clause inserted in the contract. 
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I could have left that out, and my attorneys have advised me that 
I did the wrong thing to include that, but I wanted to be perfectly 
honest and fair with him in dealing with him, because in the begin- 
ning I had no ill feeling toward him and trusted him implicitly as 
chief of the police force ‘here in W ashington, and so I wanted to give 
him everything that was due him. 

He understood very clearly that the matter was to be decided by 
the court. The former owner of that farm was Mary E. Famous, who 
on September in the year before I bought the farm signed a contract 
with the State road commission for that piece of property. In March 
of 1951 she conveyed that same piece of property to me under deed. 
I therefore felt entitled to the $1,539 and felt that it was mine instead 
of Mary Famous’. 

Senator Weixer. Did you ever get the $1,539? 

Mr. Lowe. No, sir; I did not. 

Senator Wetker. And you knew—didn’t you—at that time that 
the prior owner did get the $1,539 ¢ 

Mr. Lowe. No, sir. 

Senator We._ker. Who did get the $1,539 ? 

Mr. Lowe. It was only about 2 or 3 weeks ago that I signed a release 
waiving my rights to Mary E. Famous. 

Senator WeLker. And that was the prior owner? 

Mr. Lowe. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. Why did you do that? 

Mr. Lowe. Because I was under contract with another purchaser to 
buy my farm, and under the terms of my contract with him he was 
obligated to make the mortgage payments on the farm. He refused 
to make the mortgage payments even after being ordered to do so by 
the court. 

Mary Famous ordered a foreclosure because she did not receive 
her $200 during the month of November. The only way that I could 
save the farm from being foreclosed was to offer to give her the $1,239 
that remained. 

Senator Weiker. You would rather give her the $1,239 than to 
get the $200 for the monthly payments in arrears ? 

Mr. Lowe. She would not accept the monthly payments, sir. 

Senator WELKER. She wouldn't accept it? 

Mr. Lowe. No, sir. 

Senator Wetker. And you want to tell this committee that you 
waived away $1,239 by virtue of her going to foreclose on one monthly 
payment of $200? 

Mr. Lower. That’s correct, sir. 

Senator Weiker. Now, did you ever say anything to the prospec- 
tive purchaser, Major Barrett, about a $2,500 corn crop then growing 
upon the eek 

Mr. Lowe. I did, sir. 

Senator WetkKer. Did you salvage $2,500 out of that growing crop? 

Mr. Lowe. I did not salvage anything from it. After Major Bar- 
rett informed my attorney that he did not want the farm, the next d: ay 
I signed a contract with a man by the name of Kirk who very shortly 
thereafter moved on the farm and failed to harvest the corn crop. 


Senator WeLKer. As a matter of fact the corn crop netted exactly 


nothing ? 
Mr. Lowe. Correct. 
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that Senator Wetker. It is true, however, that you told Major Barrett 
rectly that there would be a valuable corn crop on the premises should he 
egin- take the premises ¢ 
ly as Mr. Lowe. Yes, sir; but I did not state any amount of money, be- 
| Five cause no one would have been able to ascertain the amount of money 
due from that corn crop. There could have been $2,500 worth of corn 
dd by ; there one day and a storm could have destroyed it the next day, but 
Who { I did not mention the $2,500 item. 


tract : Senator Weiker. Now you described who was present with you 
larch when this money transaction took place. You never received the 
leed. money. Mr. Fisher took the money as the agent for the real-estate 
stead concern; is that correct / 
. Mr. Lowe. Correct, sir. 
The CuarmMan. Gentlemen of the committee, I am obliged to leave 
to attend a meeting of the Sesquicentennial Commission at the White 


Se efor, vie 


that { House. Senator Hunt, please preside until I return. 
{ Senator Weriker. Will you read the last question. 

: (The last question was read by the reporter.) 

i Senator Wre_ker. Now I want to go for a moment to the transfer 
lease 3 of money that was given to Mr. Fisher as agent for the realty concern. 


Who again was present at that time ¢ 
; Mr. Lowe. Major Barrett, Mr. Fisher, and I. 
4 Senator Weixer. Where were you standing ? 
3 Mr. Lowe. We were standing inside of a 30-foot machine shed. 
if 
2 


er to Senator Werker. And will you describe for the committee just how 
was you were standing. Were you next to Major Barrett or where was 


used = Fisher? 


0 by : I want the complete picture of this, sir. 

; i Mr. Lower. We were standing face to face. I cannot recall the exact 
elve : position, but Mr. Fisher and I were looking at Major Barrett as he 
ould j took this money from a manila envelope. 

209 Senator Weiker. And where did he get the manila envelope / 


Mr. Lowe. Out of his pocket, sir. 


nt Senator WeLker. What pocket ? 
Mr. Lowr. That I do not remember, sir. 
; Senator WeL_ker. You mean you were standing face to face / 


Mr. Lowe. Yes, sir. 

Senator WELKER. Saw him remove an envelope that later proved to 
you = contain many thousands of dollars, according to your testimony ? 
thly 3 Mr. Lowe. Yes, sir. 

. Senator Wetker. You don’t know where he got it, from his hip 

pocket, his vest pocket, or his side pocket ¢ 


a 3 Mr. Lowe. No, sir: I do not remember. 

ving i Senator Weikxer. How large an envelope was that ? 
‘ Mr. Lowe. It was a large envelope, larger than a six and three- 
: quarter. I don’t remember the size. 

‘op! a Senator Weiker. It wouldn’t be as large at this? 


Bar- yi Mr. Lowe. No. 


day Senator Weiker. The ordinary long-sized envelope, am I correct, 


ee 


rtly | Mr. Witness? 
a Mr. Lower. Yes, sir: manila. 
etly : Senator Weiker. That would be the color of this, being slightly 
dark brown ? . 
Mr. Lower. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Weiker. How did he get the money out? Did he count 
out the money first or take it out ina 1 bundle ? 

Mr. Lowe. No, sir, he took it out—10 $100 bills. 

Senator WeLker. You noted that very carefully? 

Mr. Lowe. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. How did you happen to see the $1,000 bills? 

Mr. Lowe. Well, I was looking at the envelope, of course, and when 
I saw him take the 10 $100 bills out, I noticed that he had some re- 
maining money in the envelope, and it was open and I could see it. 

Senator WeLker. You saw the $1,000 bills very plainly / 

Mr. Lower. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLiker. How could you do that? Did he hand it over to 
you! 

Mr. Lower. No, sir; but he had the envelope open in his hand. 

Senator WeLker. You told me that he didn’t take all of the money 
out, that he counted out 10 $100 bills. Now I want to know how you 
saw what was left in the envelope. 

Mr. Lower. Well, he took his hand and just took out 10 $100 bills 
and had the envelope in his hand, and of course I saw the money in 
liis envelope. 

Senator WreLKerR. You saw twoor three / 

Mr. Lower. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wrev_ker. They were side by side or on top of each other? 
Now how did you see the other two, if you saw one / 

Mr. Lowe. Well, I presume that the other bills were thousand- 
dollar bills. 

Senator WeLker. Oh, you are presuming then. 

Mr. Lowe. I saw two or three more bills in his wallet. and the first 
one that Isaw was a $1,000 bill. 

Senator Wreikrer. Now Mr. Witness, do you mean to come here 
testifying upon a very material matter for a human being, whether or 
not he be the ex-major of the Washington, D. C., Police Department 
or anything else, you are under oath testifying upon a matter that 
might send a man to the penitentiary, do you want to leave the im- 
pression with this committee that because you saw one $1,000 bill, you 
assumed there were two more ’ 

Mr. Lowe. Well, of course, sir, I do not have proof that the rest 
were $1,000 bills. 

Senator Weiker. As a matter of fact, then, this committee could 
well disregard your testimony about two or three $1,000 bills? 

Mr. Lowe. As far as being positive about it, yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. You are not testifying to anything before this 
oe youare not positive of. are you! 

. Lower. It’s not my desire to do that, s 

leecaiaie Wevker. You certainly aren t madaeles then to anything 
ot ther than seeing one $1,000 bill, are you ? 

Mr. Lower. No,sir. 

Senator Weiker. Mr. Lowe, you have had some unfortunate ex- 
perience with law-enforcement groups in past years, have you not? 

Mr. Lowe. Yes, sir. 

Senator We_ker. You are a man with a police record? 

Mr. Lowe. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. How many times have you been arrested ? 

Mr. Lowe. Twice, sir. 
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Senator We_ker. How many times have you been convicted? 

Mr. Lowe. Once, sir. 

Senator We.ker. And how many times have you been sued for civil 
debts in the community in which you now live ? 

Mr. Lowe. I don’t remember, sir. 

Senator WELKER. Some 20 times, have you not? 

Mr. Lowe. I really couldn’t tell you, sir. 

Senator We_ker. And I will ask you if it isn’t a fact that Major 
Barrett at the time he rescinded his deal with you, explained to you 
and your attorney that he did not want dealings with a man who had 
been sued some nearly 20 times for civil obligations. He told you that, 
didn’t he? 

Mr. Lowe. No, sir; he did not. 

Senator Werker. Did you hear it from your attorney / 

Mr. Lows. No, sir; I did not. 

Senator Weiker. And isn’t it a fact that Major Barrett—at least he 
gave it to the committee yesterday, that that was the reason why he 
insisted why all of the papers be returned to him and be destroyed, be- 
cause of the fact that you had that record in the community in which 
you lived ¢ 
~ Mr. Lowe. No, sir; I did not know that. 

Senator Weiker. You can well understand why a man, whether it 
be Major Barrett or anybody else in this hearing room, in view of the 
record that you yourself know you have with respect to suits, lawsuits, 
and nonpayment of bills and so forth, wouldn't want any promissory 
notes being left with you. You can understand that, can’t you ? 

Mr. Lower. Yes, sir. 

Senator We_ker. There must have been some reason why, Mr. Wit- 
ness, When you had a penalty clause in that contract which gave you 
what, 10 percent of the total purchase price in the event of a failure— 

Mr. Lowe. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeiKker. That would be some sizable sum of money. You 
waived that provision entirely, did you not, in order to rescind that 
contract ¢ 

Mr. Lower. No, sir. 

Senator Weiker. Did you not waive any penalty that you might 
extract from Major Barrett in the event of a failure to go through with 
the sale? 

Mr. Lowr. No, sir. 

Senator Weiker. Didn't you sign this release that you have sent 
up here to us? 

Mr. Lowe. Oh, ves, sir; I signed that. 

Senator We._ker. Perhaps you did not understand me, Mr. Witness. 
When you signed that release and returned the p: ipers, you then waived 
any penalty provisions that you would have against the purchaser in 
the event ofa failure to go through with the sale; is that correct ? 

Mr. Lowe. Yes, sir. 

Senator We rxer. Did Major Barrett explain to you how under 
Heaven’s name he would ever keep this transaction secret if he gave 
a mortgage back to the prior owner and gave a mortgage to you “and 
recorded these instruments in the hall of records here’ 

Mr. Lowe. No, sir. 
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Senator Werker. Well, you knew as a businessman that those mat 
ters would be in fact public records, didn’t you? 

Mr. Lowr. Yes, sir. I told him that. 

Senator Wetker. I think that is all. 

Senator Pasrorr. I would like to ask a question. You say that 
he extracted ten $100 bills out of this manila envelope, and there 
were three remaining bills in that envelope; is that right ? 

Mr. Lower. Two or three, sir. 

Senator Pastore. Is that all? 

Mr. Lowe. That’s all I saw, sir. 

Senator Pasrorr. You say the denomination of the bill that you 
saw was $1,000? 

Mr. Lowe. Yes, sit 

Senator Pastorr. Can you explain why he should not give yo 
the $1,000 bill rather than go through the process of picking out te: 
$100 bills? 

Mr. Lower. No, sir; I cannot. 

Senator Hunt. One question, Mr. Witness. In taking the ten $100) 
bills out of the envelope, were they in one solid package or did he 
pull them out one at a time? 

Mr. Lowe. One at a time. 

Senator Weiker. Mr. Witness, I think I should say to you thai 
it has not been a pleasure for me, and I am sure for any member 
of the committee, to bring out the facts that I did on the examinatio: 
a moment ago, but out of deference to any human being who is i: 
any tribunal who may be penalized as a result of testimony here, | 
reserve the right, Mr. Witness, to introduce your complete record 
and all the facts that are public matters against you to my colleagues 
here, the members of this committee, at a later date. Do you unde 
stand that, sir? 

Mr. Lower. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hunt. The witness is excused. 

The Chair will ask Inspector Covell to take the witness chair. 

Inspector Covell, do you solemnly swear the testimony you are 
about to give this committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Inspector Covet. I do. 

Senator Hunt. Now to the boys with the cameras here, I am going 
to give you 2 minutes to get your pictures and then please get out. 


TESTIMONY OF HOWARD V. COVELL, INSPECTOR, METROPOLITAN 
POLICE DEPARTMENT 


Inspector Covert. Could I make a statement relative to that first. 
sir? 

Senator Hunt. You may; yes, sir. 

Inspector Covet. I am in a dual position here. First, I am tl 
second in command of the Police Department, and I am also a wit 
ness, and I would like to say that I am not represented by counsel. 
I have no objection to any of the publicity set-up at this committe: 
hearing. 

I do feel that it may cause me to react contrary to my best i: 
terests, and I wish to state that whatever I do or say before t! 
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committee should not be taken as a precedent for the conduct of 
any other officer or a reflection upon any other person’s objection 
to the manner in which this hearing is conducted. I have done no 
wrong and I hope to prove that beyond a doubt, and therefore I wel- 
come any publicity. 

Senator Hun. Will you go ahead and give your pictures, please ? 

The committee will come to order. Inspector, will you state your 
full name ¢ 

Inspector CoveLL. Howard V. Covell. 

Senator Hunt. W ill you give the committee your home address? 

Inspector CovELt. 342 Erie Street SE., Washington, D. C. : 

Senator Hunt. W il you give to the committee the present posi- 
tion that you oecupy in the police force in the city of Washington ? 

Inspector Coveti. I am the Assistant Superintendent and executive 
officer of the Metropolitan Police Department. 

Senator Hunr. Will you tell the committee by what process or 
procedure you are appearing here? Are you under subpena? I pre- 
sume you are. 

Inspector Covett. Under direction of the Major and Superintend- 
ent from a request from counsel, Mr. Bauman. 

Senator Hunt. You were not subpenaed / 

Inspector Coveti. [ was not, sir. 

Senator Hunr. Counsel, you may proceed. 

Mr. Bauman. Inspector Covell, before your present assignment, 
what was your assignment in the Police Department / 

Inspector Covet... I was a captain commanding the first precinct, 
sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And between what years did you command the first 
precinct ¢ 

Inspector Covett. April 1, 1948, until August 16, 1951. 

Mr. Bauman. During those years did you have occasion to see a 
man by the name of Abe Plisco alias “Jew Boy” Dietz? 

Inspector Covet. A man that I believed to be him; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Was it Mr. Dietz or wasn’t it Mr. Dietz? 

Inspector Covett. I was of the opinion it was Mr. Dietz. 

Mr. Bauman. What is the business or occupation of Mr. Dietz? 

Inspector Covert. He has a florist shop on Thirteenth Street just 
south of I on the west side of the street. 

Mr. Bauman. Does he have a reputation as being a notorious 
gambler in the city of Washington ? 

Inspector Covet. He has a reputation of being a gambler. I don’t 
know whether it would be notorious. I think any gambler-is notorious. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you say he isa big gambler or a little gambler ? 

Inspector Cover. I couldn't say that, sir. I would say there are 
a number approximately the same size he is. Whether they are big 
or little—— 

Mr. Bauman. Who would they be? 

Inspector Covett. The ones that have been named here, the War- 
rings and the others. 

Mr. Bauman. And you would say he was about the same size as 
Emmitt Warring and the others I have named ? 

Inspector Covert. Well, I couldn't say. If you want my 
opinion—— 

Mr. Bauman. Is that your best information ? 








112 CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Inspector Covet... Well, my best information was that he was not 
as big as Warring, but that is an opinion that I have arrived at and 
not a conclusion. 

Mr. Bauman. There is no douot in your mind that he was not a 
small fry either; is that right? 

Inspector Cove... | agree with you, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now did you ever have occasion to see Mr. Dietz 
about Christmas time of 19494 

Inspector Coven. I did, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Where was that ? 

Inspector CoveLL. At my home at 3342 Erie Street SE. 

Mr. Bauman. You mean Mr. Dietz came to your home / 

Inspector Covetu. He did, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Had he ever been to your home before that ? 

Inspector Covet. He had not, sir. I had never seen the man be- 
fore in my life or talked to him, to my knowledge. 

Mr. Bauman. Now tell the committee, please, what happened when 
he came to your home at that time. 

Inspector Covetn. It was just before Christmas. I don’t know 
whether it was a day or two before Christmas, and my entire family 
was there, to the best of my recollection, when someone either rang 
the doorbell or rapped on the door and some member of the family— 
incidentally, they consist of all women, my wife, my daughter, my 
mother-in-law and my daughter-in-law. 

One of them went to the door, and as she opened the door, this 
man stepped in carrying an armful of flowers, and he proceeded 
through the living room into the dining room saying, “Where is the 
kitchen?” By that time I came up. I saw the man. I thought | 
recognized him to be Dietz. I still feel that way. 

He said, “Get me a vase and I will put them in a vase,” so I went 
to get the vase. By the time I came back—I went to the kitchen and 
he was gone. I said to my wife, “Where did that guy go,” and she 
said, “He went out to move his car.’ 

The next moment I went to the living room and he was coming in 
the front door carrying a case of whisky. He set it down on my living 
room floor and he says, “Merry Christmas to you,” and I said, “Merry 
Christmas” to him. He turned around to the wife as a form of 
explanation. 

He says, “I am a florist in your husband's precinct.” He turned 
around to me; he said, “I understand if I ever do anything wrong 
vou will lock me -" He talked about his family. He had a nice 
family, he said, and he wished me a merry Christmas and went about 
his business. 

Mr. Bauman. How long would you say he was in your house? 

Inspector Covetx. Fifteen to twenty minutes at the most from the 
time he first got in there until the time he left. 

Mr. Bauman. Inspector Covell, there is no question in your mind 
that the man in your house was Mr. Dietz, is there ? 

Inspector Covet. None whatsoever. The only thing I said that for 
is he has never mentioned his name. That’s the only reason I said 
that. I am not trying to say that it was not him; I want that under- 
stood. 

Mr. Bauman. I merely ask, you have no doubt that it was Mr. 
Dietz? 
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Inspector Covey. I put the two together, the fact that the florist 
shop and the appearance of this man, it must be Dietz. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know what Mr. Dietz looks like / 

Inspector Covet. I never saw him before in my life; no, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he talk to you the following week end ‘ 

Inspector Coven. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. The following year? 

Inspector Covet. Yes, sir; 1950. ; 

Mr. Bauman. Had you seen him throughout the entire year from 
Christmas of 1949 to Christmas of 1950 4 

Inspector Covet. One day on F Street I was walking in the 1400 
block and he rode past in a car and hollered at me, “Hi, Captain.” 
That’s the only three times I’ve ever seen the man in my life. 

Mr. Bauman. Had he ever been at your home in that year, between 
1949 and 1950? 

Inspector Cove... No, sir; definitely not. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he call again at your house on Christmas of 
1950 % 

Inspector Covet. Of 1950, yes, sir, under the same circumstances. 

Mr. Bauman. Please tell the committee what the circumstances 
were. 

Inspector Coven, At that time the rap.came on the door, some- 
body else opened the door, and at that time he came in carrying a ham 
and he proceeded to take the ham right back in the kitchen, put it 
on the kitchen drainboard. The same thing happened, and I asked 
him what he was there for. He said, “Just Christmas. I want you 
to have a nice Christmas,” and we talked a few minutes and he went 
about his business. 

Mr. Bauman. You chatted with him for a few minutes on each 
occasion; is that right ? 

Inspector Coven. I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Bauman, I say, you chatted with him on each occasion that 
he was in your home ? 

Inspector Covet... I tried to be as sociable as I could under the 
circumstances; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you feel that sociability was required in the 
ease of a man like Jewboy Dietz? , 

Inspector Covet. Under the circumstances IT didn’t know what 
to do, to be frank with vou. I had not solicited the man to come 
there and we have had one investigation in this Department after 
the other, and my only idea was to get that man away from me as 
soon as I could. 

I wanted nothing to do with him, I had nothing to do with him, 
and I would never have nothing to do with him, or anyone else, but 
I was put in a position which T have a statement here I wish to make 
later, and that 1s to the effect that I was by myself, I had no witnesses, 
and I didn’t know what the occasion was for. 

The only thing I could treat him was, I mean the manner I could 
treat him is the manner in which he conducted himself. He never 
did anything out of the way, he never asked me anything, and the 
only thing I had in my mind was to get this man away from me as 
soon as I could, and I did it. 

Mr. Bauman. If Emmitt Warring had come to your house, would 
you have accorded him the same treatment? 
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Inspector Covent. I treat every man who comes to my house in 
a manner, as long as he conducts himself in a decent manner, I am 
going to conduct myself toward him the same way. I am going to 
get rid of him as quickly as possible, but I didn’t go on a social level 
with him, but I’ve got that much courtesy and instinct in my body 
that when somebody says “Merry Christmas” to me, I am going to 
answer him back. 

If he says “You’ve got a nice family,” I am going to say “Thank 
you,” and that was the only conversation held. I didn’t extend the 
conversation. I was trying to cut off the conversation. 

Mr. Bauman. The second year, in addition to the ham did he bring 
you some flowers? 

Inspector Covet. He brought a case of whisky the same way. 

Mr. Bauman. Another case of whisky? 

Inspector Coveti. Yes, sir, the same thing. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever accept any other presents from any 
known gambler in the District of Columbia ? 

Inspector Coveti. No, sir; I’ve never accepted a gift from a gambler 
to my knowledge, and I believe I would have that knowledge, in my 
life, and never would. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever seen Jewboy Dietz anywhere else 
since that time ? 

Inspector Coven. No, sir, I have not. I’ve never seen Warring in 
my life, I’ve never seen these other people that you speak of. I’ve 
never had any contact with them or anyone else. 

Mr. Bicman. I understand you said you have a statement that you 
want to make. 

Inspector Covett. When the interrogation is finished, I would like 
to explain my situation both before this incident and after this incident 
to prove beyond any reasonable doubt that there was no collusion on 
my part with any gambler in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions of this witness. 

Senator Werxer. Inspector, I have listened with interest to your 
testimony, and I am sure that all the members, my colleagues on this 
committee, appreciate the frankness that you have evidenced in giv- 
ing your testimony. I think that you made a mistake in accepting 
those gifts. Iam mindful of the fact that many people in government 
have made mistakes in accepting gifts, and I want to say this to you. 
if it means any encouragement to the Police Department and all of 
you who are no doubt embarrassed by virtue of this and other hear- 
ings; that I hope, Mr. Covell, that when I end my term as the United 
States Senator, they will say as many nice things about me as I have 
heard said about you, Mr. Officer, since I have been in this District. 

Inspector Coven. May I answer you, sir? 

Senator Werxer. Yes, sir. ? 

Inspector Covet. That is the finest thing that has ever come out of 
this investigation for me. I have been an honest policeman for 21 
years, and I am ashamed that T have to come here and say what I did. 
but what happened is honest on my part. I did no wrong and I am 
not ashamed to tell it. 

Senator Werixer. I have nothing further. 

Seiator Hunt. Inspector Covell, I want to give you an opportunity 
to clear up a little further with reference to gifts. — 

Inspector Covet. Yes, sir. 





i 
i 
3 
& 
7 
: 
9 
‘ 


oN a Rt SOS PELE FD 


5h pRB INURE AA i he NAD SESE RA REDD ORE visa an diane aR 


Lae eR REY 


eet 


A ELE a RIA IE MO AIR 


agp a a ae Sit a ie ly Ra TE 


E 





C) 


Sena 
faced } 
the ine 
think i 
any of 
$100 ir 

Insp 
say $5 
have I 
anyone 
the cit 

I’ve 
a ham. 
they W 
say the 
is a go 

I ha 
bear o1 

Sen: 
make j 

Ins} 
of the 
commi 

Sen: 
time, 
ment ¢ 
it, the 

Ins} 
Mr. S 

Mr. 
mittee 
comm 
has a 
of pre 
in whi 

Sen 
you Ww 

Ins 

Whil 
legal n 
of Col 
everyb 
ment { 
on the 
and I 
MHISs1o 
an apa 
the Dj 
gambli 
ACCeCSS 
the lat 
this m 
a num 
forcen 

The 
all tin 
calls 








> in 
am 
x to 
eve] 
ody 
y to 


ank 
the 


ring 


any 


bler 


my 
else 


yr in 


I’ve 
you 


li ce 
lent 
1on 


your 
this 
giv- 
ting 
nent 
you, 
l of 
ear- 
ited 
1ave 
rict. 


it of 
r 21 
did. 


am 


nity 


iin RC, SRR SN RNAI EAS ee i RA AT IEA RI I BN DU hc DBI AK A ETM ERODE LEE EE SE MORES DEL RABIN 


sige 


ih TEARS 4 RR, AOR Bea RY SF RSS BE 





ere 


CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 115 


Senator Hunt. I am not contending at all that the situation which 
faced you was an easy one for you or one you could have corrected, 
the incident that happened. It might be helpful to the committee, I 
think it would be helpful to you if you would care to state to us, did 
any of these gamblers ever give to you gifts, we will say in excess of 
$100 in value? 

Inspector Covett. No, sir. I have never received a gift, if I would 
say $50, that would be the type, not from gamblers now, but no gift 
have I ever received at Christmastime. I’ve never taken any gift from 
anyone, but at Christmastime I was sent gifts from business people i in 
the city, and I would say the most value on any one would be $50. 

I’ve received a little tie pin, I’ve received desk calendars, a turkey, 
a ham, but nothing, I would say, that would be in excess of $50, and 
they were from responsible business people that I would rather not 
say their names here because they are good people and I don’t think it 
is a good thing to bring them into this investigation. 

I have other facts here that I would like to bring out that would 
bear out my contention. 

Senator Hunt. If you have a further statement to make, you may 
make it now for the record. 

Inspector Covey. It may be a little long, but it takes in my record 
of the first precinct, and I am perfectly willing to stop any time the 
committee says to stop. 

Senator Hun. Let me ask you this question. Simply to conserve 
time, I believe the committee would appreciate receiving the state- 
ment and just taking it into the record. However, if you wish to read 
it, the committee will not object. 

Inspector Covey. Well, there is one part that I would like to read, 
Mr. Senator. 

Mr. Bauman. Excuse me, Inspector. I should like to tell the com- 
mittee and the Chair this: that as a result of this investigation by this 
committee, I would like to say for the record that Inspector Covell 
has a good record as a precinct commander, he has a good record 
of prosecuting gambling offenses. and I know of no other instance 
in which a lapse of this kind has taken place. 

Senator Hunr. You may read, then, that part of the statement that 
you would like to read. 

Inspector Coven (reading) : 

While assigned as commanding officer of the first precinct, I used every known 
legal method at my command to enforce the laws and regulations of the District 
of Columbia. I never permitted hijack jobs nor did I approve of arresting 
everybody in the premises for disorderly. I don’t condemn this type of enforce- 
ment as it may be an effective method in some cases. After arrests were made 
on the premises, I attacked their ABC licenses and their business licenses 
and I received 100 percent cooperation from the ABC Board and the Com- 
missioners’ Committee on Licenses. If the arrest was made in a residence or 
an apartment I notified the owner or agent that under title 22, section 1505 of 


the District of Columbia Code, an arrest had been made for violation of the 
gambling laws of the District of Columbia and that they could be held to be an 
accessory to the fact. In one case the gambler took the eviction notice served by 
the landlord to court and the court ruled in favor of the gambler, but I feel that 
this method of harassment is both legal and worthy of continued use. I made 
a number of recommendations that I was of the opinion would help in the en- 
forcement of the gambling laws. 

The gambling situation in the first precinct was kept foremost in my mind at 
all times and I discussed the subject almost continually at the various police roll 
calls. IT issued a number of precinct orders so as to keep the members of the 
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first precinct informed of the conditions, advising them of various decisions 
handed down by the courts and gave them other points that would be helpful 
in the enforcement of the law. I conferred with the United State district at 
torney’s office on a number of occasions and worked closely with them on a num- 
ber of cases. One case that was made entirely on observations was praised by 
Mr. Warren Wilson, former assistant United States district attorney, as the 
finest observation case he ever had presented. It was made entirely on ob 
servation. 

At the time of that arrest, I had twe-of my lieutenants working in the same 
block on two different suspects, neither knowing on what the other was working 
I trusted both implicitly, but I didn’t want anything to happen. 

The raids were made so close together that they were almost simultaneous 
and resulted in the arrest and conviction of both parties. 

Practically all of my cases were upheld in the courts. 

Now, I have some statistics. The following statistics are that when I took 
over the first precinct there were 46 known, suspected places. [ made a list up. 
I increased that in 1950. T increased it to 5 more in 1951 for a total of 59 sus- 
pected places in the first precinct. 

Of that 59, I personally closed 26 of them, put them out of business until, when 
I left there, there were 33 suspected places in the first precinct. 

During that same period of time, or rather between January the Ist, 1950, 
and December the 31st, 1950, I raided 23 places suspected of gambling. I ar 
rested—or, rather, the men under me—44 persons in the premises, and 8 on 
the street. 

During the period of January the 1st, 1950, through December the 31st, 1950, 
through the activities of the members of the first precinct under my command, 
officers visited 642 times. 

The number of officials making those visits was 1,241, the number of under- 
cover men Was 625, and the reason the period was taken between January 1, 
1950, and December 1, 1950, is placed in the record to show that the visit to my 
home by that man in no manner affected my enforcement of the gambling laws 
but. instead, it acted as an impetus. 

The other thing I would like to say in the record of law enforcement in the 
first precinct in 1949 was 82 felonies and 79 misdemeanors. In 1959 it was 54 
felonies and 76 misdemeanors; and after the visit to my home in 1951—that was 
the fiscal year which took in from July the 1st, 1950, to June the 30th, 1951- 
there were 129 felonies and 132 misdemeanors. 

The most important question that I would like to know is, Why did this man 
come to my house? I mean not why did he come to my house but why this 
information was put out today and not given to the grand jury in 1949 and 1950, 
and why it was not given to the Davis committee. 

I don’t want to know the name of the man who put it out because I don't 
hold malice against no man, but it was done for a purpose. 


(The full statement submitted by Inspector Covell-is identified as 
“Exhibit No. 7,” and appears in the appendix on p. 387.) 

Senator Hunt. Any further questions? Thank you, Inspector, you 
are excused. 

Inspector Coveti. I thank the committee for your indulgence. 

Senator Hunt. The next witness is Captain Murphy. Captain, 
will you stand up to be sworn. Do you solemnly swear the testimony 
you are about to give this committee will be the truth, the whole truth 
and nothing but the truth, so help you, God ¢ 

Captain Mureny. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM THOMAS MURPHY, CAPTAIN, METRO- 
POLITAN POLICE DEPARTMENT 


Senator Hunt. Captain Murphy, will you give your full name, 
please ? 

Captain Murpny. William Thomas Murphy. 

Senator Hunr. Will you give your present position ? 
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Captain Murpny. Captain, commanding officer of the ninth pre- 
cinct. 

Senator Hunt. Will you give your home address, please? 

Captain Mourrny. 126 Raleigh Street SE. 

Senator Hunt. How long have e you been in your present position ? 

Captain Murry. As captain, 314 years. 

Senator Hunt. You may proc eed, counsel. 

Mr. Bauman. Captain Murphy, I show you the original executed 
and notarized copy of your financial questionnaire, and call your 
attention particularly to page 26 thereof relating to the statement 
of financial condition. 

Captain Mureny. That is my statement. 

Senator Hunt. You may proceed, counsel. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 8,” 
and will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Bauman. | should like to exhibit that page of the question- 
naire to the defendant. 

Senator Hunt. Page 26 of the questionnaire will be taken and made 
a part of the record at this point. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, Captain Murphy, after that questionnaire was 
submitted to the staff of this subcommittee, were you invited to the 
office of the subcommittee ? 

Captain Murpuy. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. And were you asked to fill out, to complete the rest of 
that page showing your financial condition during the period therein 
indicated ¢ 

Captain Murpeny. To complete the rest of it? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. 

Captain Mureny. No. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Mr. Solomon of our staff 

Captain Murrpny. He did not ask me to complete it. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he ask you to fill it in? 

Captain Murruy. I don’t recollect him ever asking me to fill it in. 
He asked me to furnish him papers. 

Mr. Bauman. You have only answered in the last column which 
would show your net worth as of October 1, 1951; is that correct? 

Captain Mureny. October 1, 1951, yes; that was the best estimate 
to my best abilities. 

Mr. Bauman. You have not filled in the remainder of it; is that 
correct ¢ 

Captain Murrny. What remainder is there ? 

Mr. Bauman. Let me show you another copy. 

Captain Mureuy. Do you mean this last part here ? 

Mr. Bauman. No; I mean all the other years, all the other spaces 
other than October i, 1951. I wonder if the original might be returned 
to the captain. 

Senator Wetker. I wonder if you would mind showing us what 
you are talking about. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir; I will be happy to. In this questionnaire, 
this last column is the only one that has been filled out. There has 
been no filling out of any of the remainder of the statement. Every 
other witness in every other questionnaire which we have gotten has 
had the entire statement of financial questions filled out. 
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Senator WetKer. I submit, if the captain wants to, that he take a 
day off and fill it out. He could not do it here. 

Captain Mureuy. Mr. Senator, this was not brought to my atten- 
tion. This question was not shown to me at that hearing with Mr. 
Solomon. I was not shown these blank spaces were there for 1949 and 
1945. When I filled it out, I figured it was 1951, what I am worth 
today. That was what the committee wanted, and that is what I put 
down. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you have any objection to completing the rest 
of it, sir? 

Captain Murreny. No; not a bit in the world. 

Mr. Bauman. I wonder if the witness could be directed to com 
plete it and return it within 1 week? 

Senator Hunt. The acting chairman will direct Captain Murphy. 
the witness, to complete page 26 of the questionnaire and return it 
within 1 week of time. 

Mr. Bauman. Captain Murphy, when did you become commanding 
officer of No. 14? 

Captain Mureny. January the Ist, 1950, 

Mr. Bauman. Of No. 14, sir. Was that July the Ist, 1948? 

Captain Mureny. July the Ist, 1948. 

Mr. Bauman. That was when the precinct was—— 

Captain Mureny. Established. 

Mr. Bauman. Established. And you stayed there until January 
1, 1950, is that right ? 

Captain Mureny. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. And then you were transferred as commanding officer 
of No. 9; is that right ? 

Captain Murreny. That is right; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. In the 18 months that you were commanding officer 
of No. 14, how many felony and how many misdemeanor gambling 
arrests were made under your command ? 

Captain Murrry. I wouldn’t be able to say. 

Mr. Bauman. Would it refresh your recollection if I said that n 
that 18-month period there were 4 felonies and 12 misdemeanors? 

Captain Murreny. For gambling? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

Captain Murpeny. That must be correct. 

Mr. Bauman. And are you aware of the fact that all four felon) 
arrests occurred between October 25 and November 5, 1948? 

Captain Murrny. No; offhand, I cannot say. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember the names of the defendants in 
volved, Peter Gabardini, Theodore Hawkens, William Whitehead, ani 
Nathaniel Taylor? 

Captain Murrny. I remember some of them. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember them as having been arrested at 
that particular time? 

Captain Murreny. I remember Whitehead and Gabardini were a ° 
rested, and Hawkens, I have some recollection of him; but Taylor | 
don’t remember. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, these arrests were made by Lieutenant Mor 
ree, now a captain, Sergeant Beach, and Corporal Smith; is that right, 
to the best of your recollection ? 

Captain Murpny. I believe so. 
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Mr. Bauman. What is your explanation for the lack of activity in 
the gambling situation in No. 14, with the exception of these seven or 
eight persons ¢ 

Captain Murpny. When I took over the precinct, it was a new pre- 
cinct and it was out there—they called it in the sticks, hardly any 
activity at all in a business way, very few business houses there. 

When I received the list from Captain Sylvia of the suspected peo- 
ple and places, I went around there or had them come to the precinct 
as far as my best recollection, and informed them that they had to 
vet out, but there was very little gambling there as far as I could 
observe. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, did you regard this inactivity as the conse- 
= nce of any steps which you took around November 5 or 6 of 19482 

Captain Murpiy. -Any—— 

Mr. Bauman. Any step which you took around November 5 or 6. 
Let me goon. Perhaps I can help you. Did you have a conversation 
with the arresting officer in these particular cases about their having 
made these arrests ¢ 

Captain Mureny. I had a conversation with Lieutenant Monroe. 

Mr. Bauman. What was that conversation ? 

Captain Murpeny. Well, I think it was in the case of Whitehead, 
and I was told that afternoon that Whitehead had been arrested, and 
Lieutenant Monroe had made the case, and I asked Lieutenant Mon- 
roe—I said, “Did you get Whitehead?” He said, “Yes; I did.” I said, 
“Did you havea play on him?” He said, “No; I didn’t. 

I said *What was it, observation?” 

He said, “Yes; it was observation.” 

I said, “Do you think you have got a good case ¢” 

He said, “I believe I have.” 

I said, “How long did you observe him?” He said, “For about a 
couple of days.” I said, “How did you learn about him, where he was 
picking up and all?” He said, “A policeman from No. 2 told me.” I 

said, “Who was it? You might need him in court.” Well, he said, 
“I can’t divulge his identity right now.” I said, “You can’t tell me 
who the policeman was who told you the information?” He said, 
“No: I cannot. 
Well, I said, “Lieutenant, of course I can’t force you to tell me, and 
perhaps you can make the case without him, but it seems very odd 

th: at you won't tell the commanding officer who the name of the police- 
man is that gave you the information,” and that was the sum and sub- 
stance of my conversation with him. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you get angry at that time, Captain ?/ 

Captain Murrny. I don't recollect that I did. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you raise your voice to him? 

Captain Mureny. No. My best recollection is it was conducted in 
a modulated, restrained tone of voice. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever tell Captain Monroe or anybody else in 
your precinet that you did not want a gambling arrest made until you 
—_ about it first? 

Captain Murry. I have no recollection of that. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, you would remember that; wouldn’t you, 
Captain ¢ 
Captain Murpny. No; I have no recollection of telling him that at 


all. 
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Mr. Bauman. When you were in No. 14, did you ever tell Captain 
Monroe and other members of that precinct that you wanted no 
arrest of these numbers men made until you knew about it first? Is 
that right or is it wrong? 

C iptain Morpny. I haven’t any recollection of putting it like that. 

Mr. Bauman. What did you say? 

Captain Murpny. Well, I just told them we wanted complete co- 
operation on these cases so that we could make court cases that would 
stand up in court. We didn’t want any high-jack cases, cases of that 
character. 

Senator WeLker. Captain—is it Captain or Inspector? 

Captain Murpuy. Captain. 

Senator WeLKer. What do you mean by “high-jack cases,” Cap- 
tain? Iam not familiar with that. 

Captain Murpny. A high-jack case is one where they go and grab 
some suspected numbers writer right on the street and charge him 
with possession of that without any observation, no play, no founda- 
tion laid for the making of the case. 

Mr. Bauman. You talked to Sergeant Beach that afternoon too, 
didn’t you ¢ 

Captain Murpuy. Sergeant Beach? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. He was involved in making that arrest, too; 
isn’t that correct? I beg your pardon. The following morning you 
spoke to Sergeant Beac h. 

Captain Murrny. Maybe I did. I don’t recollect that. 

Mr. Bauman. Now at roll call on the morning after—do you recall 
the roll call on November 6, 1948, the day after one of these arrests? 

Captain Murpuy. No. I do not. 

Mr. Bauman. After Whitehead’s arrest ? 

Captain Murrny. I do not. 

Mr. Bauman. Isn’t it a fact that the day after Beach was in on 
the arrest of Whitehead, you put him on school-crossing duty? 

Captain Murpny. Put Sergeant Beach / 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

Captain Murpny. Oh, I think I put everybody on school-crossing 
duty. 

Mr. Bauman. And when you put him on school-crossing duty, 
did you also put Corporal Smith on school-crossing duty who partici- 
pated in that arrest ? 

Captain Murpeny. Not because he participated in the arrest, but 
because I wanted to protect the children out there and I was short 
of personnel. 

Mr. Bauman. Was it customary practice in the Department to put 
a sergeant on school-crossing duty ? 

Captain Mureny. Oh, in No. 14 it was. 

Mr. Bauman. As a matter of fact Inspector Lutz, when he dis- 
covered this some time later, thought it was so unusual that he counter- 
manded your order, didn’t he? 

Captain Murreny. Oh no, not to my knowledge. He didn’t counter- 
mand any order that I gave about putting the men on school crossings. 

Mr. Bauman. After Inspector Lutz found out about it, Sergeant 
Beach was no longer on school-crossing duty, is that right? 

Captain Murry. It wasn’t through any order of mine he was taken 
off of there. I have no recollection of Inspector Lutz telling me not 
to put a sergeant on a school crossing. 
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Mr. Bauman. Do you personally know William Whitehead? 
Captain Mureny. I know him. William Whitehead. 
Mr. Bauman. The numbers writer / 
Captain Mureuy. I know a Whitehead out there. I don’t know 
whether his name is William or not. 
Mr. Bauman. What is his business or occupation ? 
Captain Murpuy. He is supposed to be in the numbers business. 
Mr. Bauman. Has he ever been in your office ? 
Captain Murrey. Yes. 
Mr. Bauman. What would the occasion of his being in your office 
be ¢ 
Captain Mureny. I called him in when I first went over there and I 
told him—lI didn’t know him. I got this report from Captain Sylvia 
that, “You are in the numbers business out here, and I want you to 
clear up and get out of here.” He says, “All right.” 
Mr. Bauman. Is that the only time you have ever seen Mr. White- 
head in your office ? 
Captain Moureny. I believe he was arrested another time up there 
and I had some conversation with him. 
Mr. Bauman. What was that conversation ¢ 
Captain Murreny. Well, he come in there. I don’t know what in 
the world brought him in there, and I know I talked to him about it 
and I said, “Now, Whitey, we’ve got you and I told you to cut it out. 
You are just simply going to go to jail.” 
Mr. Bauman. Did this conversation take place on the day after 
Whitehead’s arrest by Beach ¢ 
Captain Murrpny. No. I believe that he was arrested twice there. 
Mr. Bauman. Did you call Beach in and ask Beach to tell you the 
circumstances of the arrest in Whitehead’s presence ¢ 
Captain Murpny. I don’t recollect that conversation. 
Mr. Bauman. Would that have been a normal procedure of yours, 
Captain ¢ 
Captain Mureny. Ordinarily no, but as I say, I don’t understand, I 
don’t remember what Whitehead was doing there, and it was an un- 
usual situation, but I don’t recollect what conversation I had with 
him at that time. 
Mr. Bauman. Did Whitehead come into your office the day after 
his arrest 
Captain Murpuy. I believe it was the second time he was in, not the 
arrest Lieutenant Monroe made. 
Mr. Bauman. Is it usual for a gambler to come into the captain’s 
office on the day after his arrest ? 
Captain Murpny. No, it’s not usual. 
Mr. Bauman. Lieutenant Monroe and Sergeant Beach had followed 
the exact and proper police procedure in making these arrests ¢ 
Captain Mureny. I didn’t hear the question. 
Mr. Bauman. I say Lieutenant Monroe and Sergeant Beach had 
acted perfectly properly in m: aking these numbers arrests, hadn’t they ¢ 
Captain Murrny. They were enforcing the law. 
Mr. Bauman. Do you remember what reason Whitehead gave you 
for his presence in your office? 
Captain Murrey. I don’t recollect what he was in the station for. 
He asked to talk to me. 
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Mr. Bauman. How do you account for the fact that there were 
no eee gambling arrests after the conversation which you had 
with Captain Monroe and the school-crossing duty on which you 
* aced Sergeant Beach and Sergeant Smith’ in No. 14? 

Captain Murrny. Well, I cannot give any answer to that. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you put them on se haat: crossing duty as punish 
ment for having made these arrests / 

Captain Murpuy. Of course not. I put them there to protect the 
children. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you thimk that that might have been in any way 
responsible for the fact that not one feleny cambling arrest was made 
= you put them on such duty ¢ 

Captain Murrny. I do not. 

Mr. Bauman. From the end of October of 1950 until the beginning 
of this year, a period of some 14 months— and this is while you were 
in No. 9—are you aware of the fact that only 3 felony and 11 mis 
de Ca anor arrests were made in your prec inct / 

Captain Murpuy. That is highly possible. It is explainable. I am 
only as good as my undercover man, and I want the committee to 
know that as a commanding officer of the ninth precinct I have ar 
rested more gamblers, sent more to jail, there has been more sent 
there than in 10 years. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, Captain Murphy, are you aware of the fact 
that in the following months not one person was arrested for gam 
bling, felony or misdemeanor under your command: November and 
De ‘cember 1950, January, February. March, April, June, July, August, 

November, and December of 1951? 

Captain Murrny. I don’t know what those months are, but you 
look at other months and you will find I made a whole number of 
scan 

Mr. Bauman. During the year of 1951, sir, the only months that 
appear to me to be missing are May, September, and October 

Captain Me rpHy. I stand on my record, even since the occupational 
tax has been in, I have made more gambling arrests I will wager 
than any other captain in this city. 

Mr. Bauman. Were you aware of the gambling cases in this precinct 
during these months? 

Captain Murrny. Every captain wants to make as many cases as 
he poss bly Can. 

Mr. Bauman. Were you aware that none had been made in 10 
months of 19514 

Captain Murpny. No. I question the validity and the accuracy of 
that report. 

Mr. Bauman. May I say that the eepent, these figures come from 
statistics furnished this subcommittee | 'v Major Murr: ay who in turn 
vot his figures from the arrest records of the particular precinets 
concern ed . 

‘aptain Mureny. That isthe whole point, the arrest records. Those 
statistics down there do not—they can suit your own occasion. For 
instance, I looked at those records that were not there that you were 
just speaking about, and it looked as if the years that I got there, there 
were a whole lot of ae made for gambling in the ninth precinct, 
but they were made by men detailed to the gambling squad. They 
weren't made | V the precinct commander, 
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Mr. Bauman. Do you feel that your record of vice enforcement in 
No. 9, gambling enforcement in No. 9, is satisfactor y? 

Captain Murpny. It is very good; very good. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, after you rassumed command in No. ors issued 
* order with respect to vice enforcement; is that right, Captain 4 

Captain Mureuy. An order? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. 

Captain Murpny. I guess I did. 

Mr. Bauman. And that order was to the effect that no member of 
vour command was to enter a place of vice, which would include a 
numbers set-up, for the purpose of enforcement either with or with- 
out a warrant except under the direct supervision of the vice official 
whom you designated ¢ 

Captain Murpny. Yes; Sergeant Jenkins. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you issue such an order? 

Captain Mureny. That is wholly possible that I did, and I can 
absolutely explain it. When I took over there, the report was that 

. lot of men were going into those joints, and I w: anted to stop it. 
The ‘y were going in there ostensibly for the purpose of making some 
sort of a cursory examination trying to gather evidence, but I doubted 
it, and I wanted to cut it out. 

[ had a good man there in Sergeant Jenkins, and I told the men if 
they got any information, let him work, give it to him and let him 
go on this raid and cut out all this talk about chiseling. 

Mr. Bauman. Do I understand that if one of your police officers 
came upon a man in the commission of a felony involving gambling, 
that vour order was before he could arrest him, that he had to clear 
with Sergeant Jenkins ? 

Captain Murrny. No; not a thing in the world— 

Mr. Bauman. That is what you want to say, isn’t it ¢ 

Captain Murrvuy. No. I expl ined that to the men. They knew 
what the spirit of the order is 

Mr. Buuman. But that isn’t what the order says. 

Captain Mureny. That’s the interpretation that you, Mr. Counsel, 
might put on it, but it wasn’t that I or none of the officials of No. 9 
ever put on it. 

Mr. Bauman. You are admitted to the bar, are you not ? 

Captain Murerry. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. You are a graduate law student, are you not ¢ 

Captain Mureuy. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. You knew what the plain intent of the language was 
that you were writing into vour order, did you not 4 

Captain Murrny. I wanted to make it very clear and explicit to the 
nen that I meant business, and I wanted to make these cases and make 
them right, and I wasn’t going to have them running in and out, get- 
ting complaints about men going in and out of these a 

Mr. Bavaran. Whatever the intent of the order, aptain, it cer- 
tainly had the effect, did it not, of having every bit of information 
pertaining to the making of any vice arrest in your precinct funnel] 
into one mans; is that right ? 

Captain Mureny. Sergeant Jenkins. 

Mr. Bauman. Before arrests were made; is that right? 

Captain Murrpny. So that he could make the case properly, and 
t worked out beautifully. 
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Mr. Bauman. You are aware of the fact that under the Manual of 
Police Procedure, the manual of the Police Department in the case 
of a felony, a police officer has “a right and duty to arrest that indi- 
vidual with or without a warrant”? 

Captain Murpny. Sure. Every policeman knows that. 


Mr. Bauman. And you knew that at the time you set up this order 


that we are talking about, is that right ? 

Captain Murrny. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you personally friendly with any known 
gamblers ? 

Captain Murpuy. No. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever been proposed for membership in any 
ae peers ae by Robert Nowland? 

Captain Murrny. No. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that your best answer, Captain? 

Captain Mureny. That’s right. 

Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions of this witness at this 
time. 

Senator Wevikxer. Officer Murphy, you were interrogated about a 
lack of arrests for a certain number of months in a certain year. 
I will ask you if it isn’t a fact, Officer, that if you properly do your 
job and are an efficient officer in the precinct that you work for in, 
= -r or not that work in itself doesn’t cut out gambling and crime? 

Captain Murreuy. It does. 

Senator Werker. That is just natural good police work in the 
event you have done your job, you deter it and run out the criminals 
—_ had theretofore been in that precinct ¢ 

Captain Murrny. Yes, si 

Senator WeLker. Now, Offic er, you mentioned something about 
chiseling, and you stated that many times you, as a commanding 
officer, had had reports about different men on your squad or your 
organization going into these gambling houses, and you had received 
some bad publicity as a result of that. 

Now when you assigned Sergeant Jenkins to that work, were you 
trying to take away the reports and the gossip about these men going 
In = d out of those places ¢ 

Captain Murpny. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. Is Sergeant Jenkins a good officer ? 

Captain Murrny. A splendid officer. 

Senator Werker. And is there anything that you ever heard of him 
th: a“ would show him in alliance with those corrupt people ¢ 

Captain Murrny. Never 

Senator Werxer. Officer, duri ing your entire term here in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, or as long as you have been an officer, have you 
ever accepted any favor, any br ibe, any compensation either expressed 
or implied or have you extended any gratuity or any favors to any 
pe — that you knew or sus pected of being a criminal ? 

Captain Murry. I have not. 

Senator Weriker. That’s all. 

Senator Hunt. May I ask, Captain Murphy, I think perhaps to 
enhance your position, have you in your official capacity accepted 
from any known underworld character any gratuity in excess of a 
~— of $50? ; 

Captain Murruy. No, sir. 
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Senator Hunt. The witness is excused. The Chair calls to the 
witness stand Captain Monroe. 

Are you Captain Monroe? 

Captain Monror. I am, sir. 

ome Hunt. Would you give your full name, please? 

Captain Monroe. John B. Monroe. 

Senator Hunr. Would you please be sworn. You do solemnly 
swear the testimony you will give this committee will be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Captain Monrog. I do. 

Senator Hunt. Now for two brief minutes, if the photographers 
will get their pictures, we will then proceed. 


TESTIMONY OF CAPT. JOHN 8B. MONROE, METROPOLITAN 
POLICE DEPARTMENT 


Senator Hunr. Captain Monroe, will you give your full name, 
please ¢ 

Captain Monror. John B. Monroe. 

Senator Hun’. Will you give the address of your residence? 

Captain Monroe. 607 Oneida Place NW., Washington, D. C. 

Senator Hunt. Will you give your offici: al capacity at the present 
time ¢ 

Captain Monroe. Tama captain in the Police Department presently 
detailed to the gambling and liquor squad. 

Senator Hunr. Counsel, you may proceed. 

Mr. Bauman. You joined the Police Department on April 23, 1929, 
is that correct ? 

Captain Monror. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And on July 1, 1948, when No. 14 precinct was 
created, you joined it under the command of Captain Murphy, is that 
correct ¢ 

Captain Monror. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. What was your rank at that time? 

Captain Monrog. A lieutenant. 

Mr. Bauman. And you were appointed a captain on December 16, 
1951; is that correct ? 

Captain Monror. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, for the period * about 6 weeks prior to Novem- 
ber 5, 1948, do you know whether Sgt. James Beach and Corp. Robert 
Smith had made observations of a numbers gambler by the name of 
William Whitehead ? 

Captain Monror. They reported to me that they had. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you tell the committee what they reported to 
you? 

Captain Monror. These two officers reported to me that they had 
observed this Whitehead, observed that he stopped at various houses 
in the precinct that they believed were occupied by numbers operators, 
numbers writers, and after a short stay in each of those houses he 
would come out and get in his car and he would go on to another house, 
and after several of such stops, he would leave the precinct and go 
downtown. 


94273—52—pt. 1-9 
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They observed him over a period of about 6 weeks, I guess. Ws 
looked up his record and his reputation, and we were informed that 
he was a numbers pickup man, and I continued to observe him there 
for a couple of days, and we decided to make the arrest. 

On this particular day that this man was arrested, on this particular 


day that this Whitehead was arrested, Sergeant Beach and myself were 


in the car together. Sergeant Smith was not on duty that day, he was 
on day off, and we observed this Whitehead come out of his residence 
and go to, I believe, Forty-ninth and East Capitol Street, go into an 
apartment there that we believed to be occupied by a numbers writer, 
stay in there a short time and come out. 

Traffic interfered with us, and we lost Whitehead’s car and didn’t 
pick him up at the next stop. After we lost his car, we decided to wait 
for him on Benning Road NE. We went to Thirty-fifth and Benning 
Road and parked the scout car. We were both in uniform and we 
were in a police automobile and it was marked as such. 

When Whitehead passed in his automobile, we pulled in behind 
him and when he stopped at a traffic light at Thirty-fourth a Ben 
ning Road NE., we stopped beside him, I got in Whitehead’s car, told 
him that he was under arrest, and directed that he drive to the four 
teenth precinct, which he did. 

Mr. Bauman. What happened when you got to the fourteenth pre 
cinct?’ Was Whitehead booked ¢ 

Captain Monrog. We took him up to the arrest book, had his name 
recorded on the arrest book by the clerk on duty. We told him we 
were going to search him, and with that he pulled out packages out 
of his ] poc ket and laid them on the counter. After that we did search 
him and he had envelopes that contained number slips, and adding 
machine tapes and money. He also had money that was not in 
envelopes. He had a total in money of $1,291. I don’t remember the 
amount of the number slips. 

After he was booked and the money was given to the station clerk 
for safekeeping, Sergeant Beach went to his typewriter to make a 
statement of facts for court. I took Whitehead into the c aptain’s 
office and made a statement of facts for the line-ups so he would be 
pictured and printed. I questioned him at that time as to his activities 
as a numbers man, and he denied at that time that he was a numbers 
man, that he had had these in his possession, that they were numbers 
slips, but that he was not in that business, that he was in the restaurant 
business, and I believe he said somewhere on Georgia Avenue. 

I inquired of him whose they were, and he declined to tell me. 1 
asked him who he worked for and he declined to tell me, stating that 
he was not in that business. 

Mr. Bauman. Was Captain Murphy in the station house at that 
time / 

Captain Monror. He was not. 

Mr. Bauman. When did Captain Murphy return? 

Captain Monrog. Well, I became aware of Captain Murphy’s return 
at about 3:30 that afternoon when I returned. I went out in the 
precinct after his arrest. I came back at 3:30 and Captain Murphy 
was in the station at that time. I went in the captain’s office and he 
was in the office at that time. 

Mr. Bauman. What did Captain Murphy say to you and what did 
you say to him 
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Captain Monroe. Sapien Murphy reprimanded me severely for 
arresting this man. He demanded to know where I received my 
information that he was a numbers operator, and I refused to tell 
him my confidential sources of information. 

I told him that we had made observations of this man, that he had 
stopped at these various places, that we had consulted w ith the district 
attorney on that day, and he advised us that he believed we had prob- 
able cause to stop and arrest this man, and that we had done so, and 
that the case would be presented to the grand jury. 

He continued to berate and reprimand me. He cursed and de- 
manded to know what other gamblers I had under observation. I told 
Kim orally what I had. He demanded that I go with him and show 
him one place. 

We got in Detective Duvall’s car, the captain, myself, and Duvall, 
and we went to an address in the 4800 block of Alabama Avenue SE. 
I pointed out to the captain a suspected numbers place, and 1 told 
him the man that I suspected of occupying that apartment. 

I asked him did he want to go in and meet the man. He said, “No.” 
We then returned to the station, and after some discussion along the 
previous lines, he ordered me that I was from that time on never to 
make such an arrest as that without first appraising him of the fact 
that the man would be arrested. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Captain Murphy at the time this conversation 
sterted say. “Why id you and Serger nt Beach arrest this man White- 
head without first consuliing nie ? r 

Captain Monroe. I believe ie he did. I am not positive whether 
he said that or not. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he say in that connection, “You are dumb, igno- 
rant, you used poor judgment. I never saw such a dumb man as 
that”? 

Captain Monror. He used those words. 

Mr. Bauman. Was that because you had made the arrest of William 
Whitehead ¢ 

Captain Monror. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he say in what respect you had had a lapse / 

Captain Monror. I inquired of the captain why he considered it 
to be the improper course of action, and he refused to tell me why 
he considered it improper. 

He just stated it was improper, it was ill-advised, I was dumb and 
I was ignorant to do such a thing, and he ordered me never to do it 
again, 

Mr. Bauman. Shortly thereafter, Sergeant Beach and Corporal 
Smith were placed on school-crossing duty ; is that right? 

Captain Monror. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. That took place the day after this arrest; is that 
correct ? 

Captain Monroe. I believe it so. 

Mr. Bauman. Is it standard departmental practice for a sergeant 
to ae assigned to school-crossing duty 

Captain Monroe. It is not. “A sergeant is rarely, if ever, assigned 
to any school crossing. A corporal, ‘if they have more school cross- 
ings than they have privates, they utilize the corporal in that capacity, 
but a sergeant is supervisory officer, and his duty consists of seeing that 
the other men are on these school ¢ rossings. 
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Mr. Bauman. Captain Monroe, I want to ask you generally what 
the widespread feeling in the Police Department is, what the feeling 
was as to what was likely to happen if you arrested a gambler who 
worked for certain backers. 

Captain Monror. Well, the rumor was that the man would be trans- 
ferred. I have never been transferred that way. 

Mr. Bauman. Was that a general feeling in the department ? 

Captain Monror. That is the more or less general feeling in the 
department. Sergeant Beach was transferred. Of course, he re- 
quested it, and Corporal Smith was transferred. I was not. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know whether it was generally the atti- 
tude of police officers who didn’t want to get transferred, to stay away 
from these numbers places, particularly when they had the reputation 
of being under the jurisdiction of certain backers? 

Captain Monroe. Well, I don’t know that, whether they would stay 
away from them or not. 

Mr. Bauman. In any event, the general feeling was that if you 
made such an arrest involving certain individuals, that you would 
more than likely be transferred to an undesirable assignment ? 

Captain Monrog. Probably would get an undesirable assignment. 

Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions. 

Senator Hunt. The witness is excused. 

The committee stands in recess until tomorrow at 10 o’clock at the 
convenience of the chairman, if that meets his pleasure. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you direct the witnesses to appear tomorrow ? 

Senator Hunr. The witnesses that have been subpoenaed for today 
will report to this room at 10 o’clock tomorrow. 

(Whereupon, at 4:50 p. m., the subcommittee recessed to reconvene 
at 10 a. m., Wednesday, January 16, 1952.) 
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INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 16, 1952 


Untrep Srares SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE 
Disrricr or CoLuMBIA INVESTIGATING 
CRIME AND LAw ENFORCEMENT, 
Washington, D. C. 

The subcommittee reconvened, at 10:15 a. m. (pursuant to S. Res. 
136, agreed to September 13, 1951, 1st sess., 82d Cong.), in room 457, 
Senate Office Building, Senator Matthew M. Neely (chairman) pre- 
siding. 

Present: Senators Neely, Hunt, Pastore, Butler, Welker, and 
Hendrickson. 

Also present: Arnold Bauman, chief counsel to the subcommittee ; 
Harold Solomon, associate counsel; Gerhardt Van Arkel, chief coun- 
sel to the full committee; and William P. Gulledge, assistant counsel, 

The Cuairman. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. Bauman, call your next witness. 

Mr. Bauman. Set. James Beach. 

The Cuarrman. Have you been sworn ? 

Sergeant Bracu. No, sir. 

The Crairman. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are 
about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help vou God ? 

Sergeant Beacn. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Proceed. 


TESTIMONY OF JAMES BEACH, SERGEANT, METROPOLITAN POLICE 
DEPARTMENT 


Mr. Bauman. Sergeant Beach, how long have you been on the 


Metropolitan Police force ? 

Sergeant Bracu. Fifteen years the 1st of last August. 

Mr. Bauman. You have been a sergeant since July 1 of 1948, 
is that correct ? 

Sergeant Bracn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. On July 1 of that year were you ordered to precinct 
No. 14% 

Sergeant Beacu. That’s right. 

Mr. Bauman. It was at that time that that precinct was created, 
is that correct ? 

Sergeant Breacu. That’s right. 
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Mr. Bauman. For about 4 weeks prior to November 5, 1948, had 
you observed one William Whitehead ? 

Sergeant Beacu. Yes, sir, approximately about 6 weeks. 

Mr. Bauman. What was Whitehead’s business or occupation, on 
the basis of your knowledge? 

Sergeant Bracn. My information was that he was a numbers pick- 
up man and numbers writer. 

Mr. Bauman. I want you to tell the entire story of your observations 
of Whitehead, what happened at the time of the arrest and what hap- 
pened after the arrest with regard to Whitehead. 

Sergeant Bracn. Well, I had information, certain reliable infor- 
mation—— 

Mr. Bauman. I wonder if you could speak a little louder. 

Sergeant Bracu. I would like to ask the comuuttee to mdulge in 
my voice. I havea very bad voice. I havea bad throat. Can anybody 
hear me / 

Senator Hunt. Sergeant, pull the mikes closer to you and lean for- 
ward. Then we can hear you. 

Sergeant Beacn. Can you hear me now ? 

Senator Pastore. I can. I don’t know if my ears are sharper than 
the others, but I can hear you. Do the best you can. 

Sergeant Breacu. I have a bad throat. I have had a couple opera- 
tions on my throat and it’s bad. I will do the best I can. 

Mr. Bauman. Just do the best you can. I believe you were saying 
that you had some information about William Whitehead; is that 
right? 

Sergeant Breacn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Just tell the sunbeommittee everything that trans- 
pired in relation to the Whitehead case from the time you first 
heard about Whitehead. 

Sergeant Bracu. Well, the only time that I had an opportunity to 
observe Mr. Whitehead was during the 2 weeks’ period that I worked 
day work. That’s from 8 till 4,8 a. m. to 4 p. m. 

uring one period of my day’s work, why I observed Mr. White- 
head on several occasions. I determined his address and the kind 
of a car that he drove and his license number, and I observed him go 
to several places that were suspected of being numbers places. Then 
T went on midnight for 2 weeks and I went on 4 o’clock, 4 to 12 for 2 
weeks, and I came back to day work again. 

Mr. Bauman. What did you see Whitehead do during these ob- 
servations ¢ 

Sergeant Beacu. Well, I would see him leave his home and go to 
other places and stop, go in a few minutes, come out, places that we 
suspected of being numbers places. I also observed persons going 
into and out of his home just prior to the time that he left. 

Mr. Bauman. Were any of those persons known to you or did you 
have any police information with relation to those persons you saw 
going into his home? 

Sergeant Bracu. Yes, sir; at least one person was known to me. I 
can’t. recall his name now, but I had information at that time that he 
had been convicted of numbers writing. 

Mr. Bauman. Continue, Sergeant. 

Sergeant Bracn. And I saw him going to Mr. Whitehead’s home 
and come out, and after several persons ‘would go in and come out, 
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he would leave his home in his car and proceed to other places and 
come out of the houses that he would go into. 

Mr. Bauman. I believe you told me, Sergeant, in the office of the 
committee, that on certain occasions you saw Whitehead go into a 
building in the 4900 block of East Capitol Street and come out with 
a bundle of envelopes in his hand; is that correct ? 

Sergeant Bracu. I saw that on one occasion. I saw him go in on 
several occasions but I saw him come out with a bundle of envelopes 
on only one occasion. 

Mr. BauMAN. Just continue with the circumstances of that. arrest. 

Sergeant Bracu. Well, as I said, when I came back on day work 
after a 4-week period, I notified Lieutenant Monroe who was work- 
ing with me at the time, day work, and he and I observed Mr. White- 
head for 2 days, and finally—I forget the day, but anyway—on the 
date of the arrest we observed him that day under the same condi- 
tions I have stated before, and I was driving a car, a police car, and 
Lieutenant Monroe was with me, and we started after him, but some 
way or another he got away from us in traffic. 

i knew his route he took into town, so I went toa poin it on Bennings 
Road just west of the railroad viaduct which is about Thirty-sixth or 
Thirty-fifth Street, and waited for him, and a few minutes later he 
came by and we stopped hfm a block further on, and Lieutenant 
Monroe got in the car. with him and I drove the scout car, and we 
took him to No. 14 precinct where he was booked. 

Mr. Bauman. At No. 14 precinct, was he searched ¢ 

Sergeant Beacu. Yes. Either Lieutenant Monroe or myself, I for- 
get which one it was, started to search him, and before we started he 
took some money out and envelopes and laid — up on the counter 
of the station there right in front of the arrest book, right by the 
arrest book. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember the amount of the money that you 
took from him ? 

Sergeant Bracu. I counted it in the presence of Lieutenant. Monroe 
and in the presence of the station clerk, and I am fairly certain, in 
fact I am certain it was $1,291. I don’t remember the exact change. 

Mr. Bauman. Now in addition to that, you found an enve lope con- 
taining certain numbers slips and race horse bets tied with a rubber 
band, is that right 4 

Sergeant Bracu. Yes, sir; several bundles. They were tied in 
rubber bands. 

Mr. Bauman. Were there adding machine tapes in envelopes ? 

Sergeant Bracu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Before you made this arrest, Sergeant, did you call 
the United States attorney to determine whether or not—— 

Sergeant Bracu. I called one of the assistant United States at- 
torneys. 

Mr. Bauman. That is what I mean. 

Sergeant Bracu. I don’t remember the name of the person that I 
talked to. I told him the information that I had and asked him 
whether or not I had sufficient evidence or information for an arrest. 

Mr. Bauman. What did he tell you ? 

Sergeant Bracn. They told me that they thought I had a case, 
whoever this gentleman was. I forget who it was now. 

Mr. Bauman. What happened the following morning? 
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Sergeant Beacu. Well, Whitehead was placed under bond that day, 
and the following morning he was taken to court. He went to the 
United States Court, United States branch of the municipal court. 

Mr. Bauman. I mean on November 6, 1948. I believe that was the 
day after the arrest of Whitehead. 

Sergeant Bracu. If the arrest was on the 5th. I have forgotten, 
the exact date. 

Mr. Bauman. Were certain additional duties assigned to you? 

Sergeant Bracu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you tell the committee how that came about, 
please ¢ 

Sergeant Breacu. I was told at roll call to take a school crossing 
from that time on. 

Mr. Bauman. Were you told why you were to take a school crossing ? 

Sergeant Beacu. The remark was that all school crossings should be 
covered from that time on, and that even sergeants should take a 
school crossing if we didn’t have enough men. 

Senator Wetxer. I didn’t get the last portion of that answer. 
Sergeant. 

Will you read it? 

(The reporter read back the last answer. ) 

Mr. Bauman. Was it a usual and ordittary thing to your knowledge 
to have a sergeant on school crossing duty ¢ 

Sergeant Beacu. I never had covered one of them to that time. 

Mr. Bauman. How did you happen to be relieved of that assign- 
ment ¢ 

Sergeant Beacu. You mean of the assignment on the school cross- 
ing? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. 

Sergeant Beacu. Sometime during that winter, I don’t know just 
the date, but Inspector Lutz of the Police Department was in No. 14 
one morning when his attention was called to the fact. I made some 
remark about a school crossing and reminded Inspector Lutz that | 
was on a school crossing, and he ordered me not to take any more 
school crossings. 

Mr. Bauman. After the roll call at which you were assigned to 
school crossing, did Captain Murphy call you into his office ? 

Sergeant Bracu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Who was there at the time? 

Sergeant Beacu. Mr. Whitehead. 

Mr. Bauman. The man you had arrested previously ? 

Sergeant Bracn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Tell the committee the entire conversation that took 
place in Captain Murphy’s office when you and Whitehead were there. 

Sergeant Bracn. Well, Mr. Whitehead was sitting in the office in 
a chair over from the captain’s desk, and the captain asked me to ex- 
plain the circumstances of the arrest. 

I told him I just locked this man up the day before on numbers 
writing and operating a lottery, and he asked me another question as 
to what were the conditions of the arrest, and I told him I would 
rather not make any more statements in the presence of Whitehead. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bauman, let me interrupt the proceedings for 
just a moment. A ceremony is to be held in the Pentagon Building 
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in a few moments, in the course of which Lt. Darwin Kyle of Charles- 
ton, W. Va., who recently lost his life in the service of his country, 
will be awarded the Congressional Medal of Honor. Lieutenant Kyle’s 
mother, widow, and his two orphaned children will be present at ‘this 
ceremony. It ismy duty toattend. I ask you, Senator Hunt, to take 
charge in my absence, and I ask the committee to excuse me. 

Senator Hunt. You may proceed, counsel. 

Mr. Bauman. Now I believe you were at the point where you said 
that you did not want to answer any questions about the arrest in the 
presence of Whitehead, is that right ? 

Sergeant Bracr. I either made that statement or I advised the 

captain that I would rather not discuss the matter or answer any ques- 
tions in the presence of Whitehead. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Captain Murphy say anything else to you at 
that time ¢ 

Sergeant Beacn. Whitehead left the office then, and then Captain 
Murphy and I had some discussion after that. 

Mr. Bauman. Please tell the committee what that discussion was. 

Sergeant Beacn. Captain Murphy asked me the conditions of the 
arrest and the information that I had received about this man, and he 
asked me where I received the information from, and I wasn’t in a 
position to answer that and I asked the captain to please excuse me 
from giving him the information that I had received and the source 
of the information. 

And he very forcefully demanded that IT give him that information, 
and I refused to do it. Then he advised me not to make any other 
arrests of this nature unless I first notified him. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he make the statement to you. “T would rather 
you didn’t lock up these men on the spur of the moment”? 

Sergeant Bracu. I believe he did, something to that effect: yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. He wanted to be advised first in this kind of a case? 

Sergeant Bracn. I don’t recall. T believe he did say, I think he 
said, “any of these gambling cases, I want to know about it. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he tell you that all the men on the precinct must 
get his advice on it ? 

Sergeant Breacu. Yes. sir. He said the captain should know about 
these things before they happen. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you then tell Captain Murphy you had seen 
Whitehead 2 weeks previously ¢ ¢ 

Sergeant Breacn. Four weeks previously. 

Mr. Bauman. Four weeks previous to the arrest. Did Captain 
Murphy say anything to you when you answered him that way 

Sergeant Bracu. He said he thought I had acted in a very ine ficient 
manner, that he didn’t think I showed very much efficiency. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Captain Murphy ask you where the money was 
that you had taken as evidence in this case ? 

Sergeant Bracn. Yes, sir. He said, “Where is the money?” and I 
told him, “It’s in the safe, so far as I know,” that I turned it over to 
the clerk or Lieutenant Monroe had turned it over to the clerk the day 
before, and I called the station clerk and told him to bring the money 
in, and it was again counted in the presence of Captain Murphy. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you make any other numbers arrests in that 
precinct after that? 
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Sergeant Bracu. No, sir. I think that was the last one. I made 
some previous to that. 

Mr. Bauman. On this same day did Captain Murphy ask you 
if you had any information with regard to any other numbers 
operators ? 

Sergeant Breacn. Yes, sir; at the same time he asked me. 

Mr. Bauman. What happened with relation to that? 

Sergeant Bracu. I advised him as to one man that I suspected of 
writing numbers that operated in the Green Bay section of Washing- 
ton, which is on Minnesota Avenue just south of Benning Road. I 
also advised him as to the license number of the car, and he made a 
note of it. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he relieve you of that case? Did he relieve you 
of a case involving a numbers man in Green Bay whose case was like 
Whitehead’s? 

Sergeant Beacn. I didn’t get that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he relieve you of the case you have just testified 
about? 

Sergeant Beacu. He said he would take care of it. He would 
assign a man to it. 

Mr. Bauman. All right, sir; I have no further questions. 

Senator Hunt. Will? you tell me if you know what final disposition 
was made of the money that you took from Mr. Whitehead ? 

Sergeant Beacu. That money was presented to the United States 
attorney and then turned over to the Police Chief and property clerk 
for keeping until the time of the trial. 

Senator Hunt. What final disposition was made of the case? 

Sergeant Bracn. The case—Mr. Whitehead was indicted by the 
grand jury. The case was called up in court and dismissed because 
of the suppression of evidence. 

Senator Hunt. Because of the insufficiency of evidence? 

Sergeant Bracn. Suppression of evidence. The judge ruled that 
the evidence should be suppressed. 

Senator Weiker. By that you mean that the evidence was taken 
illegally ? 

Sergeant Beacu. Apparently the judge thought so; yes, sir. 

Senator Werxer. I don’t know whether Senator Hunt asked you 
this or not, Sergeant. After you had this conversation with Captain 
Murphy, did you — that to your immediate superior ¢ 

Sergeant Bracnu. Captain Murphy was my superior. 

Senator Wreiker. Did you report it to Inspector Lutz or anyone 
else even over Captain Murphy’ ? 

Sergeant Breacn. No, sir. 

Senator Weixker. Generally speaking, Sergeant, what was the con- 
dition of your precinct while you worked there? Was gambling 
predominant? Did it run on a large scale ? 

Sergeant Beacu. I wouldn’t say so, sir. 

Senator Wetker. I want to ask you this: Do you think there was 
an honest effort on the part of the officers, including yourself, Captain 
Murphy, Lieutenant Monroe, to enforce the gambling law there? 

Sergeant Bracnu. So far as I am concerned, I never worked with 
Captain Murphy on these cases. I only worked with Lieutenant Mon- 
roe and Corporal Smith, and as a result of receiving certain informa- 
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tion from the men on the beats so as far as I,know every man in that 
precinct made an honest effort to enforce gambling. 

Senator Wetxer. And I think your testimony is that it wasn’t 
running at large there but you did a pretty good job in enforcing 
the law? 

Sergeant Beacn. I think we did; yes, sir. 

Senator Wevker. I think that is all. 

Senator Pastore. Sergeant, you said that you observed this Mr. 
Whitehead walking around in the precinct and you suspected him 
as being a collector of numbers? 

Sergeant Bracn. Not walking around, sir. He rode around in a 
ear all the time. 

Senator Pastore. Did you ever report that to Captain Murphy ? 

Sergeant Bracu. No, sir, I did not. 

Senator Pasrore. You say you took it up with Lieutenant Mon- 
roe. Now why did you take it up with Lieutenant Monroe and not 
with Captain Murphy ? 

Sergeant Bracn. Lieutenant Monroe was my immediate superior. 

Senator Pasrore. Had you any reason not to take it up with Cap- 
tain Murphy ¢ 

Sergeant Beacu. No, sir. 

Senator Pasrore. Was your relationship with Captain Murphy a 
friendly one or had it been strained for any reason / 

Sergeant Beacu. It never had been strained ; no, sir. 

Senator Pastore. Was there any friction between you two? 

Sergeant Beacu. Not that I know of, sir. 

Senator Hunt. The witness is dismissed. 

Is Set. Robert W. Smith in the room ? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give this 
committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help vou ney 

Sergeant Smrru. I do. 

Senator Hunt. Now if you news boys will please get your pictures 
and then don’: take any more shots while the evidence is being taken. 


TESTIMONY OF ROBERT W. SMITH, SERGEANT, METROPOLITAN 
POLICE DEPARTMENT 


Mr. Bauman. Sergeant Smith, you have been on the police force 
since August 1—— 

Senator Hunr. I will open the questioning. Can you give your full 
name, please, sir ? 

Sergeant Smiru. Robert W. Smith. 

Senator Hunt. Will you give your home address, please? 

Sergeant Smirn. 2931 M Street SE. 

Senator Hunr. Will you give your present position, please? 

Sergeant Smirn. I am a sergeant in the Metropolitan Police at- 
tached to No. 2 precinct. 

Senator Hunr. Now, counsel, you may proceed. 

Mr. Bauman. You became a sergeant on January 1, 1951, is that 
correct ? 

Sergeant Smiru. I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Bauman. When did you become a sergeant ? 

Sergeant Smrru, January 1, 1951. 
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Mr. Bauman. On October 25, 1948, did you and Sergeant Beach 
arrest a man by the name of Nathaniel Taylor? 

Sergeant Smiru. We did. 

Mr. Bauman. What was his business or occupation ? 

Sergeant Smiru. He was a numbers writer. 

Mr. Bauman. Was he convicted in that case? 

Sergeant Smiru. He was not. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you make another arrest about that time of a 
man by the name of Theodore Hawkens? 

Sergeant Smrru. We did. 

Mr. Bauman. Tell us the conversation you had with Hawkens when 
you arrested him. 

Sergeant Smiru. Well, I got in his car te take him to the station. 
Hawkens asked me for my full name. Itold him. He said that was 
all he wanted toknow. That was about the extent of the conversation. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Hawkens tell you for whom he was working ? 

Sergeant Smrru. Tasked him. He said he was working for Simkins. 

Mr. Bauman. What happened when you got back to the station 
house with Hawkens? 

Sergeant Smrru. We booked him. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you have a conversation with Captain Murphy 
about that ? 

Sergeant Smirn. Capt: un Murphy walked up to the rail and said, 
“Who does this man work for?” and I said, “I don’t know. He said 
he works for Simkins.” Captain Murphy grunted and walked away. 

Mr. Bauman. What happened shortly thereafter? 

Sergeant Smirn. What do you mean? 

Mr. Bauman. Well, what happened at roll call almost immediate ly 
thereafter? 

Sergeant Smiru. Well, shortly after that I was placed on a school 
crossing at roll call. 

Mr. Bauman. And at the time you were placed on school crossing, 
did Captain Murphy make any statement? 

Sergeant Smitn. Yes. He told me iny job was to get the children 
across the street, not to be out there harassing those other people. 

Senator Pastorr. And what interpret ation did you place on that 
assignment ? 

Sergeant Smrru. That was my job to get them across the street. 

Senator Pastorr. No; I mean your reaction to his attitude. Did 
vou consider that that was in the line of your duty or that you were 
being punished for something that you had done that did not meet 
with the approval of Captain Murphy ? 

Sergeant Smrrn. I considered I was being punished. 

Mr. Bavman. Now, do you remember the arrest of a man named 
Whitehead on or about November 5, 1948, for numbers? 

Sergeant Smrru. I wasn’t present at the time of the arrest, but I 
recall the incident. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you see Whitehead in Captain Murphy’s office 
the following day ? 

Sergeant Smirn. Tdid. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you hear any conversation between Sergeant 
Beach and Captain Murphy? 

Sergeant Smrrn. Sergeant Beach came out to get the money that 
they had taken from W hitehead, and he took it in, he laid it on the 
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captain’s desk and he told Captain Murphy that he still figured he 
needed it in court for evidence. Captain Murphy told him to give 
the money back to the man. 

Mr. Bauman. What did Beach say ? 

Sergeant Sarr. Beach asked Murphy what the damn thief was 
doing in his office anyhow. 

Mr. Bauman. What didC aptain Murphy say to Beach? 

Sergeant Smiru. He told Beach it’s none of his damn business. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, at the time that you were assigned to street- 
crossing duty at roll call, who was present when Captain Murphy 
made the remarks that you just stated to the committee? 

Sergeant Smrru. The whole section. 

Mr. Bauman. The whole dut y section that reported at 8 o’clock that 
morning ? 

Sergeant Smirn. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. Thank you. I have no further questions. 

Senator Hunt. Sergeant Smith, when Captain Murphy advised 
you that you were going to get a school-crossing assignment, what was 
Captain Murphy’s attitude? Was ita pleasant tone ‘of voice? Did he 
seem to be chastising you or was it just a simple, direct statement ? 

Sergeant aosaaagy ‘Ti was anything but pleasant. 

Senator Hunt. You understood he meant what he said and you 
understood ios . meant ; is that correct ? 

Sergeant Smiru. That is it exactly. 

Senator Hunt. I have no more questions. 

Senator WeLker. Just a question or two, Sergeant. 

How many people were in that section working at the time you were 
assigned to school crossing ? 

Sergeant Sarr. Approximately 15, 

Senator WeLker. Fifteen ? 

Sergeant Smrru. There at roll call. 

Senator Weixker. At roll call? 

Sergeant Smiru. That is correct, sir. 

Senator We.tker. What time in the morning was this? 

Sergeant Smiru. 7:30 roll call. 

Senator Weiker. Before school / 

Sergeant Smirn. That is right. 

Senator We_Ker. Now, were there available, Sergeant, privates and 
members of the force of lesser rank than you that could have been as- 
signed to those school crossings, or were they all assigned ? 

Sergeant Smrru. That I couldn’t say because the men have to go 
to court, and I have no way of knowing what amount of men had to 
go to court. Therefore, they couldn’t cover a school crossing. 

Senator Werxer. To your knowledge, have sergeants ever been 
assigned to a school crossing when privates and corporals were in 
court or sick, or anything of that nature / 

Sergeant Smiry. I have never known a sergeant to be assigned to a 
school crossing. 

Senator Wevker. Did you report that to your superior or to your 
inspector in charge of that precinct ¢ 

Sergeant Siri. No, sir. 

Senator Weiker. Who was the inspector in charge there? 

Sergeant Smiru. I think it was Inspector Lutz, sir. 
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Senator WeLker. So you would not know whether or not there were 
available men on that date that you were assigned to the crossing ? 

Sergeant Smiru. No, sir, I would not know. 

Senator Weiker. And how long were you on that crossing ? 

Sergeant Smiru. As long as I was in the precinct. 

Senator WeLker. And how long was that ? 

Sergeant Smirn. Well, I left the precinct April the 4th, 1949. 

Senator We rker. When were you assigned to the crossing? 

Sergeant Smrrn. It was around the end of October, the first of 
November 1948. 

Senator Weikrr. And you worked a crossing every day ? 

Sergeant Smrrn. As long as I was on day work duty, as long as I 
was in that precinct I took a crossing even if I had to make a crossing. 

Senator Wetker. There is no question in your mind but what you 
were being penalized for your work in arresting Nathaniel Taylor ? 

Sergeant Smith. I don’t know about Nathaniel Taylor alone, but 
I was “being penalized. 

Senator Wetker. Penalized for your arrest of gambling racheteers, 
in your opinion ¢ 

Sergeant Smiru. That is my opinion. 

Senator Weiker. You were very efficient on running those people 
down. 

Sergeant Smirnu. Running them down, not getting convictions. 

Senator Weker. Not getting convictions? 

Sergeant Smirxn. That’s right, sir. 

Senator WerKer. Tell the committee here what happened to those 
cases. Were they dismissed by Captain Murphy, never prosecuted, or 
was it the District Attorney—— 

Sergeant Smrru. No; they were dismissed by the judge. Those peo- 
ple were indicted by the grand jury. It went into a court and the case 
was there dismissed. 

Senator Weiker. Did you testify before the grand jury? 

Sergeant Smiru. I did. 

Senator Werxer. And they were then dismissed by the trial court; 
is that correct ? 

Sergeant Smiru. That is correct, sir. 

Senator WELKER. Do you know, ‘to your knowledge, whether Cap- 
tain Murphy or Inspector Lutz or Lieutenant Monroe or any other per- 
son had anything to do with the dismissal of those cases ¢ 

Sergeant Sirn. Oh, no; no, sir. 

Senator Werxer. That wasa court function ¢ 

Sergeant Smiru. That is right, sir. 

Senator WeLxer. That is all. 

Senator Pasrore. Now, before this incident, had you had any 
strained feeling with Captain Murphy ? 

Sergeant Sarr. Not until that time when I started making the 
arrests. 

Senator Pastore. Up to that time your feeling was friendly? 

Sergeant SMITH. That is correct. 

Senator Pastore. As might be expected between a superior officer 
and one of a subordinate officer ? 

Sergeant Smrrn. That is correct. 
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Senator Pastore. Had he up to that time told you or instructed you 
as to how you should conduct yourself with reference to this type of 
investigation ? 

Ser geant Smiru. No, sir. 

Senator Pasrore. In other words, did you feel at that time that you 
were not in disobedience to any instructions that he had given to you? 

Sergeant Smiry. He had given me none. 

Senator Pasrore. I see. 

Were you reporting to anybody else connected with police work at 
that time, outside of that prec inct @ 

Sergeant Smiru. No, sir. 

Senator Pasrorr. Do you feel that you were obedient to your se 
rior officers and working in the interests of the public at the time 4 

Sergeant Smirn. I do, sir. 

Senator WELKER. One other question. Sergeant, do you happen to 
recall for what reason the judge dismissed this case you were testifying 
about’ Was it illegal search and seizure / 

Sergeant Smiru. That is it, sir. 

Senator WevKker. What did you do, go into a house and arrest 
Taylor ¢ 

Sergeant Smirn. No; arrested him on the street. 

Senator WELKER. Arrested him on the street? 

Sergeant Smiru. It seems a higher court had ruled that the search 
and seizure was illegal. 

Senator WeLkrr. And that you did not have probable cause to 
make the arrest ¢ 

Sergeant Smrru. Didn’t have a warrant. 

Senator WeLker. Did not have a warrant ? 

Sergeant Smiru. That’s right, siz 

Senator Weiker. That is all. 

Mr. Bauman. I have just one more question. How many people did 
you arrest for this type of crime while you were in No. 14, Sergeant 4 

Sergeant Smirn. Two. 

Mr. Bauman. And what were their names? 

Sergeant Smtru. Nathaniel Taylor and Theodore Hawkens. 

Mr. Bauman. The Nathaniel Taylor case, I believe, was dismissed ; 
is that right ¢ 

Sergeant SmirH. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Was the Hawkens case dismissed, as well / 

Sergeant SmirH. That was dismissed also. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you arrest a man by the name of Gabardint in 
that precinct ? 

Sergeant SmirH. No, I did not. 

Mr. Bauman. Who did arrest him / 

Sergeant SmirH. Sergeant Beach. 

Mr. Bauman. What happened i in that case / 

Sergeant SmirH. Operating a lottery was nolle prossed and the man 

plead ‘guilty to possession and did 30 d: ays. 

Mr. Bauman. Thank you very much. I have no further questions. 

Senator Hunt. The witness is dismissed. 

The Chair calls to the witness stand Pvt. Tarver Thomas. 
(Short committee conference. ) 
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Senator Hunt. The committee has decided we do not care to ques- 
tion you at this time, so you are excused from the stand. 

The committee calls to the stand Sarah Mears Hall. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony that you are about to 
give this committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ¢ 
Mrs. Hauu, I do. 

Senator Hunr. You may be seated. 


TESTIMONY OF MRS. SARAH MEARS HALL, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. Bauman. Have you given your name? 

Mrs. Hau. Yes, I have. 

Senator Hunt. Not yet. I am waiting for the photographers to get 
through. 

May we have your name, please? 

Mrs. Hatt. Sarah Mears Hall. 

Senator Hunt. Will you give us your residence address ? 

Mrs. Hau, 2015 Fifteenth Street NW. 

Senator Hunt. Will you give us your present occupation ¢ 

Mrs. Haun. A barmaid. 

Senator Hunt. How? 

Mrs. Hany. A barmaid. 

Senator Hunt. Proceed, counsel. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you known Roger Simkins in the past? 

Mrs. Hau. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Bauman. During what years have you known him? 

Mrs. Hau. Since 1940. 


Simpkins? 

Mrs. Hau. From 1940 until 1945. 

Mr. Bauman. What business was he in at that time? 

Mrs. Haiti. Numbers business. 

Mr. Bauman. Where was his headquarters / 

Mrs. Hay. Well, I didn’t know where his headquarters was, but 
he was doing a numbers business at my house at that particular time, 
which was 2026 Georgia Avenue NW. 

Mr. Bauman. How long did he continue to operate his numbers 
business in your home at 2026 Georgia Avenue NW. ? 

Mrs. Havy. Well, from 1940 up until 1945. 

Mr. Bauman. During the entire 5 years? 

Mrs. Hau. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Who worked up there with you on his numbers 
yusIness 4 

Mrs. Hari. Well, I could name some people. I was one. 

Mr. Bauman. Just continue, Mrs, Mears, if you will. 

Mrs, Hatu. Well, Miss Odessa Madre. 

Mr. Bauman. Who else, ma’am ? 

Mrs. Haut. Mr. Maurice Newsome. 

Mr. Bauman. N-e-w-s-o-m-e? 

Mrs. Haui. Yes. Sporty Johnson; Jack the Bear. 

Mr. Bauman. Jack the Bear? 

Mrs. Hau. Yes. 





































Mr. Bauman. How long after 1940 did you continue to-see Roger: 
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Mr. Bauman. That is his nickname, is it not—his real name is Jeff 
Thomas; is that correct ‘ 

Mrs. Haru. Yes; I think that is right; yes. I am a little nervous. 
| have to think. 

Mr. Bauman. Please relax and do the best you can to remember. 

Mrs. Haun. It has been a long time. 

Mr. Bauman. With the permission of the Chair, I would like to 
ask the witness to take a moment to compose herself if she feels she 
needs it. Are you all right ? 

Mrs. Haux. I suppose I am. 

Mr, Bauman. Then continue, will you, please? You named Madre 
and Jack the Bear, Sporty Johnson, and Maurice Newsome as people 
who worked in the house headquarters at that time ? 

Mrs. Hauy. Yes. And Joe Rudder. 

Mr. Bauman. R-u-d-d-e-r/ 

Mrs. Hauu. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Piggy Leake / 

Mrs. Hau. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Jimmie Brown ¢ 

Mrs. Haun. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Lefty Winston? 

Mrs. Hau. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. I think you mentioned somebody called Geechee 
Charlie? 

Mrs. Hai. Yes; that is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know what his real name was? 

Mrs. Hatu. No; I don’t. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember any other people who worked in 
Simkins’ headquarters during this period 

Mrs. Haut. That is about all IT can remember. In fact, I think that 
is all. 

Mr. Bauman. How about Little Roy Jones? 

Mrs. Hatyv. He never worked there; no. 

Mr. Bauman. What was your work at that headquarters? 

Mrs. Haun. Well, I was to see that his work got in on time and to 
take care of his cash, his money, and pay off his bets. 

Mr. Bauman. What did the other people do at the headquarters ? 

Mrs. Hatz. Well they run adding machines and looked at the work. 

Mr. Bauman. About how much money came into this headquarters 
daily, in cash at this period? 

Mrs. Haun. Well, that I can’t say. It is hard to say. I can give 
you an estimate. 

Mr. Bauman. I would appreciate it. 

Mrs. Haut. Well, I will say during the first of the week it would 
range from three to four thousand. 

Mr. Bauman. Three to four thousand dollars a day at the first of 
the week ? 

Mrs. Hatu. Yes. 

Senator Pasrorr. Your answer is “Yes”—you nodded your head ? 

Mrs. Hatu. Yes; I am sorry. 

Mr. Bauman. And would ‘it increase in tempo toward the end of 
the wee ak / 
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Mrs. Haru. Well, yes, it would at times. 

Mr. Bauman. What would it be toward the end of the week, per 

day ¢ ¢ 

Mrs. Haw. Well, I will say from four to five to six thousand. 

Mr. Bauman. What was the greatest amount you ever remember 

during that 5-year period being played with Simkins in 1 day ? 

Mrs. Hau. I just can’t remember. I will say as high as eight. 

Mr. Bauman. As high as $8,000 in one day 4 

Mrs. Hau. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember the names of the people who 
brought the money into the headquarters ¢ 

Mrs. Hai. Well, I suppose I can recall a few. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you, please? 

Mrs. Hau. Roy Jones; Little Joe. 

Mr. Bauman. Little Joe? 

Mrs. Hatz. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know what his name is? 

Mrs. Haui. That is all I know, is Little Joe. 

Mr. Bauman. Go ahead. 

Mrs. Hau. Well, Sporty Johnson, he worked there, but he had his 
work; Jack the Bear. 

Mr. Bauman. Sunshine‘ 

Mrs. Hau. Sunshine Bouldware. 

Mr. Bauman. How aboui Cuiler Mason and Axel Greer and Slim 
Hall? 

Mrs. Hau. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Did they bring numbers into those headquarters in 
that period ? 

Mrs. Haww. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Some of these individual books would be of a pretty 
good size; is that not right ! é 

Mrs. Hatt. Well, ves, » they were varying prices. 

Mr. Bauman. What would the bigger ones be / 

Mrs. Haut. Well, I have known them to be from 100 up to at least 
500, anyway. 

Mr. Bauman. What would their financial arrangements be with 
Simkins ¢ 

Mrs. Hatui. Well, I do know the larger books was working on some 
thing they called 50 percent of the win. 

Mr. Bauman. At the end of the month? 

Mrs. Haux. At the end of the month. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you explain tothe subcommittee, please, how this 
arrangement works out, 50 percent of the wins at the end of the month / 

Mrs. Hat. Well, that was 50 percent of what was left over, after 
the hits were paid out, at the end of the month. 

Mr. Bauman. That was, in other words, 50 percent of what Simkins 
had left after he had paid any hits, as you call them; is that right / 

Mrs. Hau. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. What terms would the smaller books have with Mr. 
Simkins? 

Mrs. Hatu. Well, the small books would work on a percentage, what 
they would call 30 percent of their daily take, and that was taken care 
of at the end of the week, and 5 percent of their net totals of the end 
of the week. That is the best I can explain it. 
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Mr. Bauman. You had charge of the business during part of this 
time; is that not right? 

Mrs. Hau. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Bauman. That was between 1940, up through 1945? 

Mrs. Hau. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. During the entire 5-year period you were running 
these headquarters were you ever arrested ? 

Mrs. Hauyi. No; I was not. 

Mr. Bauman. And were any of the people whom you have named 
thus far, who were working for Simkins, arrested during that period ? 

Mrs. Hawn. Well, that I don’t know. 

Mr. Bauman. Was your headquarters ever raided during this 5- 
year period ¢ 

Mrs. Hau. No. 

Mr. Bauman. Did any policeman ever come into those headquar- 
ters ¢ 

Mrs. Hatu. Well, I have seen them come in; yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know who they were / 

Mrs. Hatu. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Bauman. What would they do when they came in there? 

Mrs. Hatx. Well, they would go in a room and talk with Simkins, 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever hear Roger Simkins talk about pro- 
tection ¢ 

Mrs. Haru. No; I haven't. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, now, Mrs. Hall, | want to show you the original 
notarized statement, page 4, which was taken at the office of the sub- 
committee on January 8, 1952. Would you look at the last page, Mrs. 
Hall, please. That is your signature? 

Mrs. Hatu. Yes, it is. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you sign that before a notary public? 

Mrs. Hau. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, look at page 4 and see if that refreshes your 
recollection in any way. 

Senator Pastore. Is the man who took this statement here ‘ 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. 

(Mr. Solomon, associate counsel, stood up.) 

Senator Pasrorr. Mrs. Hall do you recognize that man ‘ 

Mrs. Hatz. Yes, I do. 

Senator Pastore. Is he the man that took this statement from you, 
that asked you the questions? 

Mrs. Haru. Yes. 

Senator Pastore. Do you remember him asking you questions? 

Mrs. Haun. Yes. 

Senator Pastore. The questions that you are reading on this page 
t are the questions that he asked you, are they not? 

Mrs. Hau. Yes. 

Senator Pasrorr. And the answers on here are the answers that you 
gave to him, are they not? 

Mrs. Hatt. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever hear Simkins talk about protection ? 

Mrs. Harn. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. What did he say? 

Mrs. Hatt. That he had to pay off the police officers. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you repeat that? 





144 CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA cl 





Mrs. Haw. He had to pay off the police officers. Wou 
Mr. Bauman. You say that you have seen policemen come in your page 4, 
home that was used as headquarters ? (Sta 

Mrs. Hatu. I beg your pardon? Mr. 
Mr. Bauman. You say you have seen policemen while it was Sim the am 
kins’ numbers headquarters; is that right ? bigger 
Mrs. Hatt. I have seen them come in, but not during the time that Mrs. 
they were working. Mr. | 
Mr. Bauman. Not during the time they were working? Mrs | 
Mrs. Hau. I don’t remember. Mr. 
Mr. Bauman. Did you ever see any of these police officers in those police ] 
premises with Roger Simkins? Mrs. 
Mrs. Hatz. Seen them in there with him? sena 
Mr. Bauman. Yes. Mr. | 
Mrs. Hau. Yes. I har 
Mr. Bauman. How did Simkins refer to his payments for police Sena 
protection when he discussed them with you? employ 
Mrs. Haru. He has never discussed it with me. Mrs. 
Mr. Bauman. Have you ever heard him refer to his payments for | Sena 
police protection ? Wer 
Mrs. Haut. I have heard him say that he had to pay off protection, Mrs. 
but he has never particularly spoken to me. Sena 
Mr. Bauman. What did he call the protection that he paid—what Mrs. 
was his term for it? sean 
Mrs. Hatt. Ice. Mrs. 
Mr. Bauman. Ice? sena 
Mrs. Hau. Yes. I — 
Mrs. 


Mr. Bauman. Did he tell you to deduct any money from the books hat {1 
of the people who were placing his books with him for ice? what 


r Cans 
Mrs. Haw. No. Sena 


Mr. Bauman. Did he ever tell you to make any deduction from Mrs. 
those books without telling you what the reason was? _ vena 
Mrs. Hau. Yes: I have had to make deductions, but he has not familia 
told me what for, or he didn’t tell me what for. Mrs. 
Mr. Bauman. Did any of the men who had big books ever speak of ae 
police protection to you ? eT 
Mrs. Han. No, they haven't. vane 
Mr. Bauman. We * now, take another look at the original of that Mrs. 
statement, on page 4, three questions up from the bottom, and see if Simkin 
that refreshes vour recollection. The question starts, “Did any of Sena 
the men who had big books ever speak of police protection 2?” Mrs. 
Mrs. Hatt. Yes: but not to me. sens 
Mr. Bauman. Did you ever hear them speak of it ? Mrs. 
Mrs. Hann. Yes. a 
Mr. Bauman. How did they refer to it? Mrs. 
Mrs. Haui. Well, all I can remember is that they would say they'd Sena 
have to pay out protection. ee 
Mr. Bauman. And do you know how much Simkins would deduct Mrs. 
from the accounts of these individuals ? vena 
Mrs. Hau. No, I don’t. I can’t give no particular amount. ae 


Mr. Bauman. Would you have any idea? ; 
Mrs Hat. No. Sena 
Mr. Bauman. Would it refresh your recollection if I told you that any of 
you previously answered that question by saying that you knew it to Mrs. 
be in the hundreds? 
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Would you show the witness the last question on the bottom of 
page 4, please ? 

(Statement shown to witness.) 

Mr. Bauman. Does that refresh your recollection, ma’am, as to 
the amount that Simkins would deduct from the accounts, of these 
bigger books ? 

Mrs. Hatz. Yes. I have known it to be in the hundreds. 

Mr. Bauman. In the hundreds? 

Mrs Haru. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever hear Simkins say how often he paid 
police protection ¢ 

Mrs. Harz. Once a month, I think. 

Senator Pasrorr. What was that answer? 

Mr. Bauman. Once a month, sir. 

I have no further questions of this witness. 

Senator Hunt. May I ask you, how did you happen to leave the 
employ of Mr. Simkins? 

Mrs. Haru. I didn’t leave. He left. 

Senator Hunv. He left. 

Were your relations friendly with Simkins? 

Mrs. Hau. Yes, at that time. 

Senator Hunt. Have you had difficulties with him since that time? 

Mrs. Hau. No. 

Seantor Hunt. You are still friends? 

Mrs. Harz. Well, that I don’t know. I haven’t seen him. 

Senator Hunt. When the policemen would come in your home, did 
I understand you to testify they were not in uniform ¢ 

Mrs. Hatt. No. I have seen uniformed policemen come in, but 
what they come in for, I don’t know. 

Senator Hunr. They would come in sometimes in uniform ? 

Mrs. Hau. Yes. 

Senator Hunt. Is it your opinion that the police were thoroughly 
familiar with the operations that were taking place in your house? 

Mrs. Haru. That I don’t know, because I can’t remember them ever 
coming during the time that the work was going on, so that I didn’t 
know, 

Senator Hunt. Why did the policemen come into your home? 

Mrs. Haru. That I don’t know. They would come in to see Mr. 
Simkins. 

Senator Hunr. Would they talk with you at all? 

Mrs. Haun. No. 

Senator Hunt. It was your home, was it not? 

Mrs. Hau. That is correct. 

Senator Hunr. You were in charge of the house? 

Mrs. Haru. Yes. 

Senator Hunt. Yet when they would come in you would have no 
conversation with them? 

Mrs. Hany. Well, no. 

Senator Hunt. About how often did the policemen visit your place? 

Mrs. Harty. Not often. That has happened very seldom, to my 
remembrance. 

Senator Hunr. Do you remember the names or know the names of 
any of those policemen ? 

Mrs. Haun. No; I don’t. 
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Senator Hunt. I do not have any more questions. Sena 
Senator Pasrore. This was a regular home that you and Mr. Sim condue 

kins lived in? Mrs. 
Mrs. Hatz, No; I lived there. Sena 
Senator Pasrore. You lived there? Mrs. 
Mrs. Haut. Yes. Sena 
Senator Pastore. Did he live there, too? Mrs. 
Mrs. Hatu. No. Sena 
Senator Pastore. And you say that there were about half a doze Mrs. 

people who would report there every day—did they live there? Sena 
Mrs. Hatx. Half a dozen? Sena 
Senator Pastore. Would they come in the morning and leave in t!ie number 

evening ¢ Mrs. 
Mrs. Hatz. The people that worked there? Sena 
Senator Pastore. Yes. Mrs. 
Mrs. Hatu. Yes; they would come in the mornings and leave in the Sena 

evenings. Mrs. 
Senator Pastore. You had adding machines in this home? 1719 Fi 
Mrs. Hatt. Yes. Sena 
Senator Pastore. How many adding machines did you have? place ¢ 
Mrs. Hatt. I can’t just remember the amount now. That has bee: Mrs. 

6 years ago. ticular 
‘Senator Pasrore. Well, was it one, were there two, were there three Sena 
Mrs. Haux. It was more than one, it was more than three. Would 
Senator Pasrorr. Were there four? Mrs. 
Mrs. Hari. Well, I will say it was more than four. cincts a 
Senator Pastore. Were there five? could h 
Mrs. Hau. Well, I will say it was six or seven, to my recollectio1 Sena 
Senator Pastore. What other paraphernalia did you have there know ? 

did you have typewriters ? Mrs. 
Mrs. Hatu. No. Sena 
Senator Pasrorr. Cash registers? Mrs. 
Mrs. Hay. No. Sena 
Senator Pastore. Where did you keep the money? there a 
Mrs. Haut. We didn’t keep the money. When the money—wher just a f 

I checked the money up Mr. Simkins would take it away in the Mrs. 

evenings. and the 
Senator Pastore. Well, up until the evening time came where would | had un 

you keep the money ? : Sena 
Mrs. Hatu. We'd keep it right in the house. Mrs. 
Senator Pastore. In some drawer ? : have se 
Mrs. Hau. No, right in the dining room. Sena 


Senator Pastore. Right on the table? time an 


Mrs. Hawn. That is right. Mrs. 
Senatof Pastore. Do you mean four or five or six or seven or eight | Sena 
thousand dollars at a time? Mrs. 
Mrs. Haw. Surely. | Sena’ 

Senator PAsTORE. And these people that worked there would come ing @ 
in every day, is that correct ? Mrs. 
Mrs. Hatu. That is correct. Senai 
Senator Pastore. And the police would come to this same house! such as 
Mrs. Haty. They have come very seldom. I didn’t say they would Mrs. 
come every day. I said I have seen policemen come in the house. — 
Mrs. 
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Senator Pastore. There is no question in your mind that you were 
sim conducting a booking establishment in your home, is that correct? 
Mrs. Hau. That is right. I know what I was doing. 
Senator Pastore. The numbers business ? 
Mrs. Haury. That is right. 
Senator Pastore. You were doing all of this for Mr. Simkins? 
Mrs. Hau. That is correct. 
Senator Pasrorr. Simkins, was he the boss ? 
Ooze) Mrs. Hau. Yes, as far as I know he was. 
Senator Pastore. That is all. 
Senator WreLker. How long were you with Mr. Simkins in the 
a the numbers business ? 
Mrs. Hawi. I was with him from 1940 up until 1945. 
Senator WeLker. He closed down that establishment in 1945? 
Mrs. Hauw. He left my house in 1945. 
n the Senator WELKER. Do you know where he moved to? 
Mrs. Harty. No, I don’t know, but I understood he had moved to 
1719 First Street Northwest. 
Senator WELKER. 1719 First Street. How far is that from your 
place ¢ 


bee Mrs. Hauy. Well, I was living 2026 Georgia Avenue at that par- 
ticular time, Northwest. 
iree / Senator WELKER. I am a stranger here. I do not know distances. 


Would that be 1 mile, 5 miles, or out of the precinct, or what ? 

Mrs. Hau. Well, I don’t know too much about the different pre- 
cincts and the districts. Someone that lives here in the city probably 
could help you on that of the distance. 


tio! Senator WeLker. What precinct was that in, do you happen to 
ere know ? 
Mrs. Hau, I was living in the thirteenth. 
Senator WeLvker. Thirteenth ? 
Mrs. Haut. Yes. 
Senator WeLxer. You have testified about seeing officers come in 
there and you do not know how many times. Was it many times or 
wher just a few times? 
n the Mrs. Harn. Oh, I have only seen them come in just a few times, 
and the only reason why I knew they were officers was because they 
vould | had uniforms on. 
Senator Weiker. And that would be in the daytime? 
Mrs. Hatz. To my memory they have come in in the evening. I 


have seen them come in. 
: Senator WELKER. Did you operate the numbers business in the day- 
time and nighttime both or just the daytime ? 
Mrs. Hani. No, in the day. 
eight | Senator Weiker. In the daytime? 
—_— Mrs. Hauu. Yes. 
Senator WetKer. When the officers came there were you operat- 
come ing ¢ 
Mrs. Haun. No. 


Senator Weixer. And where were your articles of paraphernalia 


ouse ! such as adding machines—were they down there in sight of the officers? 
would Mrs. Hatt. No, they were on the second floor. 
2. Senator WELKER. They were on the second floor ? 


Mrs. Hat. Yes. 








148 CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Senator We.Kxer. Have they always remained on the second floor? 

Mrs. Hau. That is correct, yes. 

Senator Werker. Did the officers go to the second floor? 

Mrs. Hatz. No. I have never known them to go to the second 
floor. 

Senator We.xer. You realize that you were one of the principals 
in that illegal enterprise, you were conducting a lottery along with 
Mr. W hitetop Simkins—you knew that, did you not? 

Mrs. Haru. That is correct. 

Senator Wetker. It was in the home that vou occupied ? 

Mrs. Hatz. That is right. 

Senator Weiker. Did it give you any concern when you saw a 
uniformed policeman come into the place ? 

Mrs. Hay. Well, at the time they come in the business was over, 
that is what I was thinking. 

Senator WeL_Kker. Were you concerned as to whether or not they’d 
go upstairs and find gambling paraphernalia / 

Mrs. Haru. Well, yes, I would feel a little leery about it if they'd 
go up the stairs. 

Senator Weixer. Did you ever discuss these officers coming in there 
with Mr. Simkins at any time? 

Mrs. Haru. Have I ever had any discussion ? 

Senator Wetxer. At the time they came in did you tell Mr. White- 
top that you were concerned about these men coming into your home, 
that you might be arrested ? 

Mrs. Hat. Well, yes, I have spoken to him about it, sure. 

Senator Wetker. What did you say to him? 

Mrs. Harty. Just let him know that I was a little leery about it. 

Senator Werxer. You told him you were a little leery. Did he tell 
you anything / 

Mrs. Hau. Well, he would just tell me not to worry, because it 
won't be nothing going on at the time they would come in there. 

Senator WeLKEr. Not to worry, that there was nothing going on, 
he said? 

Mrs. Hatz. That is correct. 

Senator Werker. Since you were in this enterprise with Mr. Sim- 
kins are you able to tell the committee the names of any of the officers 
who came in there? 

Mrs. Haut. No, no, I can’t. 

Senator WeLker. Do you know any of their rank? 

Mrs. Haun. No, I oe t even know their face because they have 
come in so seldom, as I said. 

Senator Wetkrr. Did you see any sergeants come in there? 

Mrs. Haux. No. 

Senator Werxer. Any corporals? 

Mrs. Hau. No. 

Senator Werker. Or captains or lieutenants? 

Mrs. Haru. No. 

Senator WeLker. You just saw people in uniform ? 

Mrs. Hatx. Yes. 

Senator WeLker. I take it from your testimony you were quite sure 
that nothing would happen because Whitetop had told you that he was 
giving ice to the officers? 
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Mrs. Hatx. Well, yes, I felt that I was protected. 
Senator WeLxer. You felt that you were protected { 
Mrs. Haun. Yes. 


Senator WeLKerR. Have you engaged in a gambling profession or oc- 


cupation since 1945 ¢ 


Mrs. Hau. No. 

Senator WeLKEr. And had you engaged in it prior to 1940? 

Mrs. Haui. No. 

Senator Wetkrer. Why did you leave the gambling racket ? 

Mrs. Hau. I didn’t leave. ‘They left me. 

Senator WeLker. Have you conducted any numbers operations out 


there since then ? 


Mrs. Hauu. No, I haven't. 

Senator WeLker. And what do you do to make a living? 
Mrs. HAL. [am a bar—— 

Senator WeLKerR. Do you work ? 

Mrs. Haru. I ama barmaid, ves. 

Senator WELKER. Ma’‘am ? 

Mrs. Hauw. A barmaid. 

Senator WreLKER. A barmaid? 

Mrs. HALL. Yes. 


Senator Wrecker. I think that is all. Just one more question. You 


remarked to me that you saw the officers in the evening. Would 
Whitetop be at your place in the evening? 


Mrs. Haut. Yes. He would be there any time. 
Senator Wetxer. And the officers would come to visit him in the 


evening ¢ 


Mrs. Haun. Well, yes. The time I saw them it was in the evening. 
Senator Weiker. I did not get that last. 

Mrs. Hau, At the time I saw them there it was in the evening. 
Senator WELKER. Did vou ever see them there in the daytime ? 
Mrs. Harr. No. : | 

Senator WeL_ker. You never saw them in the daytime? 

Mrs. Hauu. No, I haven't. 


Senator Weixer. As I understood your testimony the gambling 


operations were conducted in the day time, is that correct / 


Mrs. Hanyu. That is right. 
Senator WELKER. They had no other business other than with Mr. 


Whitetop Simpkins ? 


Mrs. Hatz. That is ecorrect—would come to see him. 
Senator WeLker. They came to see him in the evening? 
Mrs. Haun. Yes. 


Senator Wetker. How late did Whitetop stay there in the even- 


ing ¢ 


Mrs. Hatt. At my house? 
Senator WeLker. Yes. 
Mrs. Hawn. Well, at that particular time he stayed as long as he 


wanted to. He was my boy friend at that time. 


Senator WeLKer. He was what? 

Mrs. Hawi. He was my boy friend at that time. 
Senator Weiker. He was your boy friend ? 
Mrs. Hat. Yes. 


Senator Wexixer. I think that is all. 
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Senator Hunt. The Chair calls Nathaniel Taylor. 
Will you stand please, and be sworn? Do you solemnly swear 
that the testimony that you are about to give this committee to be 


the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 
Mr. Taywor. I do. 


Mr. Srrnick. I represent this 
Senator Hunr. I will identify you as soon as they get the picture. 
Mr. Srrnicx. All right. 


TESTIMONY OF NATHANIEL YVONNE TAYLOR, WASHINGTON, D. C., 
ACCOMPANIED BY JOSEPH SITNICK, COUNSEL 


Senator Hunr. Mr. Taylor, you are represented by counsel ? 

Mr. Taynor. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hunr. Will the counsel stand, please ? 

Mr. Srrnick. Yes. 

Senator Hunt. Will you give the committee your name, please, 
counsel ? 

Mr. Strnick. My name is Joseph Sitnick. 

Senator Hun. Thank you. 

Mr. Sirnick. You are welcome, sir. 

Senator Hunt. Mr. Taylor, will you give your full name, please / 

Mr. ‘Taytor. Nathaniel Yvonne Taylor. 

Senator Hun. Will you give your residence address, please ¢ 

Mr. Tayror. 1458 Cortland Street NW. 

Senator Hunr. And your present occupation / 

Mr. Tayvor. I refuse to answer that question on the ground—— 

Senator Hunr. Counsel, you may proceed. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Taylor, have you ever been engaged in writing 
numbers in the District of Columbia ¢ 

Mr. Tayzor. [ refuse to answer that question. 

Senator Werker. Just a minute. You, Mr. Attorney, had better 
be admonished of a ruling of this committee to the effect that when 
a Witness takes the witness stand he is on his own, and if he desires 
to claim a privilege he alone will make that privilege and not you. 
That is the law. And I think you should be advised of the committee 
ruling upon if. 

Mr. Srrnick. [ just wondered this, in order that IT may understand 
the committee’s ruling—— 

Senator Werker. That is why I told you. I assumed you were not 
here when we ruled when Major Barrett was here. If you want time 
to consult with your client I suggest that you ask the chairman for 
a moment, because hereafter if the witness desires the privilege, the 
immunity under the law, he alone must claim that. We will not be 
interrupted by counsel. I think that is only fair to tell you that at 
this time. 

Mr. Srrnick. May I ask vou, in the event that the witness has some 
douvi about as to whether he waits to answer a question, whether he 
can ask for the privilege of consulting? 

Senator Werker. The law is this, that the question will be answered 
unless the witness claims his privilege in person. No attorney can 
claim that privilege for him. Now I suggest that you ask the Chair 


for a slight recess to acquaint him with the ruling of this committee, 


sir. 
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Mr. Strnicx. May we have that slight recess, about 3 minutes, 


Mr. Chairman / 


Senator Hunt. We shall not call it a recess. You may confer with 
your client, and would you attempt to make it as speedily as possible 
and as seldom as possible, so that we might proceed with the greatest 
possible speed? You may confer with your client. 

Mr. Srrnicx. All right. 

(Consultation. ) 

Mr. Srrnick. I think we have had adequate time. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Taylor, what was your business in 1947? 

Mr. Taywor. I refuse to answer that question on the ground that 
the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, I show you— 

(Conference of the committee counsel and members of the com- 
mittee. ) 

Mr. Bauman. Were vou engaged in the numbers racket in 1947? 

Mr. ‘Tayvor. I refuse to answer “08 question on the ground—— 

Mr. Bauman. Were you engaged in writing numbers in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in 1947 ? 

Mr. Taytor. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds that 
the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Bauman. I now show you—I ask the Chair to direct the wit- 
ness to answer. 

Senator Hunr. The acting chairman of the subcommittee directs 
the witness to answer the question just asked by the counsel. 

Mr. Taytor. May I consult my attorney / 

Senator Hunr. You may. 

(Consultation. ) 

Mr. Tayior. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
that the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Hunv. Counsel may proceed. 

Mr. Bauman. Were you turning in to a man by the name of An- 
derson in 1947 ¢ 

Mr. Taywor. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds that 
the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Bauman. I ask the Chair to direct the witness to answer. 

Senator Hunr. The Chair is going to suggest to the counsel that he 
now have a conference with you; and, as the various and sundry ques- 
tions are asked you and you refuse to answer, instead of the Chair 
directing you after each separate answer that you do answer, we will 
consider one directive from the Chair to cover all questions which you 

refuse to answer, if that is agreeable to your counsel. 

Mr. Srrnicx. That is so understood, sir, and in order to shorten the 
time, also, with respect to his refusal to answer, may I suggest that 
he just state he refuses to answer, with the understanding that such 
refusal is based on his constitutional claim of privilege ? 

Senator Hunr. The Chair will accept the recommendation, and the 
Chair understands that you are now directed to answer all questions 
put to you by the counsel and for each question that you refuse to 
answer the Chair has directed you to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know a man named Roger Simkins? 

Mr. Taytor. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Do I understand that you refuse to answer on the 
ground that it may tend to incriminate you? 
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Senator Hunr. Counsel, the Chair just covered that point with th: 
counsel and that was the understanding. 

Senator Wetxer. May I interrupt a moment? I think I should say 
to this witness and to his counsel that it is the information of the com- 


mittee that prior to this time this witness has given a sworn statement 


under oath. I am admonishing counsel that he had better advise with 
his client, because this committee will look with certainty to his an- 
swers given under oath at a prior date, and we will make a further 
searching examination of why he refuses to answer at this time or why 
he answered at a prior date under oath. 

I think counsel should know that, in the event you do not know it, sir. 

Mr. Sitnicx. Counsel understood that, sir. 

Senator WELKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Of what crime do you think you may be—I beg your 
pardon—of what crime do you think that you may be—— 

Mr. Taytor. May I consult my counsel, please ? 

Senator Hunt. Yes, go ahead. 

(Consultation. ) 

Senator Hunt. Proceed. 

Mr. Bauman. Of what crime do you think you may be made guilty 
by your answer whether or not you know Roger Simkins? 

Mr. Taytor. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you known Roger Simkins for about 14 or 15 
years? 

Mr. Taytor. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever worked in the numbers business for 
Roger Simkins? 

Mr. Taywor. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever seen Roger Simkins at any time unde1 
any circumstances ? 

Mr. Taywor. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. BauMan. Have you ever seen Anderson at any time under an) 
circumstances ¢ 

Mr. Tartor. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. BAuMAN. Do you know a man by the name of Orian Whiting? 

Mr. Tayrvor. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever seen Orian Whiting at any time under 
any circumstances. 

Mr. Tayzor. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know what the meaning of the term “ice 
sheet” is? 

Mr. Taywor. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. During the latter part of 1949, or early part of 1950, 
did you have a conversation with Roger Simkins at his home? 

Mr. Taytor. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you borrow $100 from Roger Simkins at that 
time ¢ 

Mr. Tayrtor. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you tell him you needed the money because you! 
little girl was sick at that time ? 

Mr. Taytor. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he tell you, “Well, son, I am quit; you can go with 
Orian, because Orian is the best man” ? 
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Mr. Tayvor. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you tell Simkins after that conversation that you 
would go with Orian Whiting? 

Mr. TAYLOR. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. What business is Orian Whiting in? 

Mr. 'Tayvor. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever been in any premises on U Street in 
the 1300 block ? 

Mr. Taywor. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever seen any people in those premises? 

Mr. Taytor. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever seen any adding machines in those 
premises 4 

Mr. Taywor. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever visit the premises at 1344 W Street 
NW.? 

Mr. Taywor. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know anybody by the name of Bessie? 

Mr. Taytor. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Slow? 

Mr. Taywor. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Hazel? 

Mr. Tayvor. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Nat? 

Mr. Tayvor. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever seen any of the people I have men- 
tioned under any circumstances whatsoever ? 

Mr. Taytor. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you please rise, Mr. Solomon—do you rec- 
ognize this gentleman ¢ 

Mr. Taytor. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. For the record Mr. Harold Solomon, associate coun- 
sel of the committee arose. 

Do you deny that you were asked this question by Mr. Solomon and 
that you ms ide the followi ing answer: 

Question. During the past year while you were turning your numbers in to 
Orion at the first of each month, what happened? 

Answer. There was an ice sheet. 

I am reading at page 6. 


Question. What do you mean by that? 

Answer. We were to pay a certain amount of money for protection. 

Question. Who charged you that? 

Answer. Orian. 

Question. How much did he charge you? 

Answer. Fifty dollars. 

Question. When did he take this money? 

Answer. On the 1st of the month. 

Question Where? 

Answer. He would add it to your ribbon and you paid it. 

Were you asked those question and did you make those answers at 
the office of the subcommittee on December 26, 1951? 

Mr. Taywor. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Were you asked the following questions by Mr. Solo- 
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mon on December 26, 1951, and did you make the followmg answer 
at the office of the subcommittee ?— 

Question. Who explained what this ice sheet was? 

Answer. Nobody. It was understood what this was. 

Question. What did you understand this to be? 

Answer. We understood that this was to assure us protection. 

Question. How long did you pay this ice sheet? 

Answer. Each mor i: I worked. 

Question. How many months? 

Answer. I would say from about 1949 until the present 2 or 3 months. 

Were you asked those questions and did you make those answers’ 

Mr. Taywor. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Now on that same date—I am now going to read 
from page 7 of the statement—on December 26, 1951, were you asked 
these questions by Mr. Solomon at the office of the subcommittee and 
did you make these answers !— 

Question. Were the other collectors or pickup men charged for ice? 

Answer, I am almost positive that it happened. 

Question. What did this ice sheet look like’ 

Answer. There wasn't such a thing as a look. If you owed $120 for you 
ribbon, you paid $50, which would be $170. 

Were you asked those questions and did you make those answers ‘ 

Mr. Taytor. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. I now show you the last page of a typewritten ques 
tion and answer statement, taken at the office of the subcommittee on 
December 26, 1951, and ask that you look at the last page. 

(The written statement was handed to the witness.) 

Mr. Bauman. Calling your attention to the acknowledgment. which 
recites that you have been sworn, that you have made the foregoing 
statement of your own free will, that you have read the questions and 
answers, and that they are true to the best. of your knowledge and 
belief; do you see that on the page ? 

Mr. Taywor. I can’t vetnteehar , and I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. You refuse to answer whether you see the statement. 
that I have just recited to you, on the page ¢ 

Mr. Taytor. May I consult my counsel? 

Senator Hunr. You may consult with counsel. 

(Consultation. ) 

Mr. Srrnick. May we have the pending question 

Senator Hun. The reporter will read the question, please. 

(Pending question read by reporter.) 

(Consultation between Mr: Taylor and his counsel.) 

Mr. Tayvor. I do see that. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that your signature which appears immediately 
beneath the line—on the line immediately beneath that ac knowledge- 
ment ¢ 

Mr. Tayvor. That is my signature. 

Senator WeLker. I did not get the answer. 

Mr. Tayuor. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Are the answers contained in that statement true? 

Mr. Taytor. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions. 

Senator Weiker. Mr. Witness—Mr. Taylor, you came here to this 
hearing in response to a subpena issued by this committee? 

Mr. Taytor. I’d like to consult my counsel concerning that. 
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Senator Weriker. So far as I am concerned, you have had ample 
time to consult with your counsel. You either know or do not know 
whether or not you came here in response to a subpena. 

Mr. Tayvor. I did. 

Senator WeLker. And you have been sworn to testify to the truth, 
under oath, since you arrived here, have you? 

Mr. Tarvor. I did not get the question, sir. 

Senator We_ker. You have been sworn, under oath, by the chair- 
man to testify to the truth since you arrived here ¢ ; 

Mr. Tayvor. I have, sir. 

Senator Weiker. Where were you living on January 1, 1947? 

Mr. Tayior. I refuse to answer, sir. 

Senator WELKER. You refuse to answer where you were living on 
January 1, 19474 

Mr. Tayuor. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. Upon the ground that it might tend to incrimi- 
nate you ¢ 

Mr. Taytor. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. Where were you sworn under oath to testify to 
the truth on the exhibit just handed you by counsel—where did that 
take place on December 26, 1951 ¢ 

Mr. Tayvor. I refuse to answer. 

Senator Wetker. As a matter of fact, you refuse to answer any 
question of this committee, regardless of whether or not it might in- 
criminate you or not; is that not correct ? 

Mr. Tayor. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. You refuse, then, to answer any question pro- 
pounded to you by this committee, regardless of whether or not it 
might tend to incriminate you ? 

Mr. Taywor. I refuse to answer the questions that the answer may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator WeLker. How would where you lived on January 1, 1947, 
tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Taytor. That, counsel, I do not know. 

Senator Weiker. You do not know, but yet you have refused to 
answer to this committee, have you not ? 

Mr. Taytor. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wevker. That is all. 

Senator Hunt. Mr. Witness, you are refusing to answer on the 
advice of counsel. Is that a proper statement—is that statement 
correct ? 

Mr. Taytor. I did not hear your statement. 

Senator Hunt. I did not understand what you said, witness. 

Mr. Taywor. I didn’t hear the last statement. 

Senator Hunt. You refuse to answer questions on advice of your 
counsel ¢ 

Mr. Taytor. I refuse to answer questions on the grounds the answer 
may intend to incriminate me, 

Senator Hunr. Is that refusal to answer on the advice of your 
counsel ? 

Mr. Taywor. I refuse to answer on the grounds that the answer to 
the question may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Hunt. How old are you? 

Mr. Tayior. Thirty-nine. 
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Senator Hunt. Where were you born ? _ askh 
Mr. Taytor. W ashington, D.C. alone, 
Senator Hunt. What is your schooling, your education ? are tl 
Mr. Tayror. a -school student. nesses 
Senator Hun" Did you graduate from high school ? court 
Mr. Tayior. Y es, SIP. Mr 
Senator Hunt. What occupations have you been in since you left And 

high school ? that | 

Mr. Taytor. I refuse to answer that question, counsel, on the prope 
grounds that the answer may tend to incriminate me. sel 

Senator Hunt. What occupations have you been engaged in where law Is 
questions asked you would not tend to incriminate you ? That 

I will explain my question. You have been a messenger boy. Have You k 
you worked for the Government? Have you been a laborer? Have ver 
you been a bookkeeper in other than a bookie establishment? What the a 
occupations have you worked in that would not tend to incriminate confe 
you ¢ Mr 

Mr. Taytor. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds that about 
it may incriminate me, and not being counsel and not knowing. Sel 

Senator Wetkrr. May I suggest something ; that you have a little (TI 
conference with your attorney, because you are getting a one-way No. 9, 
ticket to a place of incarceration if you keep on that line of answering. sel 
I do not think you or your counsel fully understand the danger you sel 
are now in. I suggest that you have a little conference. Iw 

(Consultation. ) from 

Mr. Srrnicx. Senator Welker, I might state that I fully comprehend that { 
the nature of what you are driving at, and I have advised my client mutte 
previously. I did not know the rule of the committee and I thought Nath: 
that I would be permitted more ample advice with my client. How- sel 
ever, in view of the restriction, my advice to him still stands and he recess 
fully comprehends it. oppo! 

Senator Weriker. Well, you, counsel, have noted that the witness to vA 
has certainly made answers which put him in contempt of this com- Mr 
mittee, for which he can be punished, and he may well go to the peni- Sel 
tentiary on another charge. (W 

This committee is not up here to try to send anybody to the peni- vous 
tentiary, especially when, as I view it, the man is under a misappre- 
hension. 

As you well know, counsel, he has no right whatsoever to refuse to 1p 
answer any question which does not tend to incriminate him. And as ‘= 
you know the law, you cannot have a blanket objection, like the witness a Th 
has put up here today. WI 

The chairman has asked some questions which you will appreciate Mr 
puts this gentleman in contempt of this committee; and, that, none of Th 
us want. Mi 

I suggest that you have him answer those questions that do not tend Th 
to incriminate him. D . 

Mr. Srrnick. If after a question you permit me to consult with him, h: i 
those questions which I assume you regard as innocuous I shall surely 1 ) 
advise him to answer, if they are in that ¢ ategory. C ur 


Senator Wetxer. You have been in courtrooms enough to know 
that a witness on the witness stand. under oath. cannot lean over and 
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ask his counsel, and ask him how to answer a question. He, and he 
alone, knows that question that will tend to incriminate him, and we 
are trying to keep the witness from having two or three other wit- 
nesses helping him in the form of counsel. That just does not go in 
courtrooms or in any investigation that I am going to sit on. 

Mr. Srrnick. Of course, in a courtroom you i have a right to object. 
And I assume that we have no such rights here. If you will permit 
that leeway, with respect to any question, I shall be glad to advise him 
properly. 

Senator Weiker. I want to call to your attention the fact that the 
law is that a counsel does not object upon the question of incrimination 
That objection must be made by the defendant or the witness himself. 
You know that to be the law. 

Senator Pasrorr. May I suggest at this point that we recess for 
the afternoon, giving to counsel and to his client an opportunity to 
confer about this ? 

Mr. Bauman. Before the recess, I would like to have this statement 
about which the witness has testified marked in evidence, please. 

Senator Hunr. All right. 

~ notarized statement of Mr. Taylor was marked as “Exhibit 
No, 9,” and appears in the appendix on p. 390.) 

Sd aa Hunr. The committee will stand in recess until 2 o’clock. 

Senator Wetker. Just 1 minute before you recess. 

I would like, for the purpose of the record, to say that the Senator 
from Idaho wishes to direct the attention of the committee to the fact 
that the sworn statement heretofore introduced in evidence by com- 
mittee counsel is, in fact, an admission under oath by the witness 
Nathaniel Y. Taylor. 

Senator Hunr. The Chair was saying the committee will stand in 
recess until 2 o'clock, at which time, Mr. Taylor, you will be given an 
opportunity to appear, as you are under subpoena, and will continue 
to appear at 2 o'clock. 

Mr Bauman. Will you direct all other witnesses to be here ¢ 

Senator Hunt. And all other witnesses will apear at 2 o'clock. 

(Whereupon, at 11:55 a. m., the subcommittee recessed, to recon- 
vene at 2 p. m., this same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


(The subcommittee reconvened at 2 p. m. pursuant to the luncheon 
recess. ) 

The CuarrmMan. The committee will be in order. 

Who is your first witness 

Mr. Bauman. Jacqueline Terry. 

The CHarrmMan. Have you been sworn? 

Miss Terry. No. 

The Cuamman. Please hold up your hand. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give 
shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so 
help you God? 

Miss Terry. I do. 


94273—52—pt. 1——-11 
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TESTIMONY OF JACQUELINE TERRY, WASHINGTON, D. C., ACCOM- 
PANIED BY WILLIAM B. 0’CONNELL, COUNSEL 


Mr. Bauman. Your name is Jacqueline Terry, T-e-r-r-y, is that 
correct ¢ 

Miss Terry. That’s right. 

Mr. Bauman. Where do you live, Miss Terry ¢ 

Miss Terry. 1011 Euclid Street NW. 

Mr. Bauman. How old are you, ma’am / 

Miss Terry. Thirty. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you married or single ‘ 

Miss Terry. Single. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you working at the present time / 

Miss Terry. No; I am unemployed. 

Mr. Bauman. When did you last work ¢ 

Miss Terry. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. When did you last work anywhere, Miss Terry / 

Miss Terry. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you recognize me? 

Miss Terry. Surely. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know that my name is Arnold Bauman and 
that I am counsel for this committee ¢ 

Miss Terry. That’s right. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember being at the office of the subcon 
mittee on December 17, 1951? 

Miss Terry. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember me asking you certain questions 
and your making certain answers? 

Miss Terry. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. And that took place in my office, is that correct? 

Miss Terry. That’s right. 

Mr. Bauman. Were you asked this question at that time and place 
and did you make this answer: 

Question. When did you last work? 

Answer. I stopped working December 2, 1951. 

Were you asked that question and did you make that answer? 

Miss Terry. I decline to answer anything that refers to that state 
ment. 

Mr. Bauman. I will ask the Chair at this time to direct the witnes- 
to answer. 

The Cuarrman. In the opinion of the Chair, the question is prope! 
Therefore, the witness is directed to answer it. 

Senator Weixer. As a matter of fact she hasn’t stated a legal o! 
jection to answering the question, and I suggest that the Chair advis: 
her to proceed. 

Miss Terry. Well, I think that certain questions might tend t 
incriminate me. 

The CuarrMan. Read the answer, please. 

(The reporter read back the last answer. ) 

The CiarrMan. It is the order of the committee that you answer t!) 
question. Do you refuse! 

Miss Terry. Yes, I do: certain questions. 
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Mr. Bauman. Do you refuse to answer the question as to whether 
you were asked this question, and did you make this answer: 

Question. When did you last work? 

Answer. I stopped working December 2, 1951, 

Miss Terry. I refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Bauman. Were you asked this question and did you make this 
answer : 

Question. For whom were you working before that? 

Answer. John W. Carter. 

Were you asked that question and did you make that answer ‘ 

Miss Terry. Yes; I made that answer. 

Mr. Bauman. What kind of work were you doing? 

Miss Terry. Barmaid. 

Mr. Bauman. For Mr. Carter? 

Miss ‘Terry. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. And when was that? 

Miss Terry. About 1945. 

Mr. Bauman. When you stopped working for Mr. Carter in 1945, 
for whom did you go to work? 

Miss Terry. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Were you asked this genenaon and did you make this 
answer at my office on December 17, 1951: 


Question. For whom did you go to work at that time? 
Answer. Orian Whiting after about 3 or 4 months. 


Miss Terry. Did you ask me did I answer that question / 
Mr. Bauman. I am asking you was that question asked of you and 


did you make that answer? 

Miss Terry. I decline to answer. 

Mr. BaumMaAN. Were the following questions asked of you and did 
you make the answers as I read them, at that time, and at that place 
and on that date: 

Question. How did you happen to get that job? 

Answer. As I said before, | was just starting into business and he asked me 
if | wanted him to do any favor for me. I said “No.” He later asked me if I 
would work on the telephone for a couple of hours a day 

Question. What business was he in? 

Answer. He was in the numbers business. 

Question. That is also called a policy slip? 

\nswer, It is called the numbers business here. 

Were you asked those questions and did you make those answers ? 

Miss Terry. I can’t answer that. 

The CuatrmMan. What is your reply? 

Miss Terry. I refuse to answer. 

Senator WreLker. Are you the counsel representing this lady ? 

Mr. O’'Connewn. That is right. 

Senator Weiker. You know that her answer there is not an objec 
tion and will be taken in a court of law and any other tribunal as not 
a valid objection for her refusal to testify. 

Mr. O’ConneE.L. IT was just going to suggest, Your Honor, that 
her refusal is based on self-incrimination, ‘and that ought to go to 
all the questions that she refuses to answer. 
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Senator Werxer. You have to pick out the ones and she has to 
be the one to refuse to testify. Some of these questions under no 
reasoning whatsoever could tend to incriminate her. Now, she has 
no right to refuse to answer those. 

Mr. O’ConneELL. She doesn’t intend to refuse to answer any ques- 
tion that will not incriminate her. She has refused to answer but 
very few questions. 

Senator Werker. Then, may I say this: That I am sure it is the 
Chair’s ruling that any time the witness refuses to answer upon the 
ground that the answer might tend to incriminate her, that she will 
be taken and deemed to have been advised and ordered by the Chair 
to answer, and in the event her refusal to answer is taken as contempt, 
she may deem to have been ordered to answer without the Chair 
repeating over and over again that order. 

Mr. O’Conngiu. I think that is fair. 

The Cuarrman. That is the attitude of the committee. 

Mr. O’Connen. I have no objection to that. I think any proper 
questions she should answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Counsel, I wonder if we might have your appearance 
for the record, please. 

Mr. O’ConneEL. I gave it to the stenographer. 

Senator WeL_ker. May we have it for our own knowledge, sir? 

Mr. O’Conne.Lt. My name is O'Connell, William B. O’Connell, of 
Washington, D. C. 

Senator Weikxer. The Washington bar? 

Mr. O’Conneti. That is right. 

Senator Weiker. Are you a member of the Washington, D. C., bar / 

Mr. O’Connett. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Were you asked this question and did you make this 
answer ¢ 

Question. When you started to work for Whiting in 1946, where was his 
place of business? 

Answer. I was working at 2384 Champlain Street. 

Miss Terry. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bacman. Were you asked the following questions and did you 
make the following answers: 

Question. Did you ever work in your home? 

Answer. That was it. 

Question. How long did you continue to operate out of your home? 

Answer. As I said, he was just starting then and didn’t have much business 
As time went on, he added more business. As business added on, he moved and 
took on more helpers. That was about 6 months ago. 

Question. Where did he move? 

Answer. 1334 V Street. : 

Were you asked those questions and did you make those answers! 

Miss Terry. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Miss Terry, on the same date and at the same time 
and place were you asked these questions and did you make these 
answers: 

Question. What were your duties? 

Answer, I was working on the telephone. 

Question. What did your work on the telephone consist of? 

Answer. Taking bets. 

Were you asked those questions and did you make those answers/ 
Miss Terry. I refuse to answer. 
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Mr. Bauman. Now, I am going to ask you whether at the same 
time, the same place, and on the same day you were asked these ques- 
tions and did you make these answers: 

Question. Yes, I understand that. Was Whiting taking horse bets? 

Answer. Yes, he was taking horse bets as an accommodation. 

Question. How much was he taking? 

Answer. I don’t know. He never had a whole lot of horse bets but maybe 
three to five hundred dollars a day, mostly accommodation. A lot of his friends 
would bet horses, and that’s all. 

Question. In addition to taking horse bets on the telephone, were you also 
taking numbers? 

Answer. Yes, but he did try to keep the horse bets on my telephone because 
I was more familiar with them. 

Question. How much in number bets were you taking over the telephone? 

Answer. I took about $300 on the telephone because most of the work was 
picked up. 

Question. Still talking about a year ago and before he acquired any Simkins 
personnel, didn’t you tell me that he had 12 people working for him? 

Answer. I think so. 

Were you asked those questions and did you make those answers ‘ 

Miss ‘Terry. I refuse to answer. 

Senator Weiker. Counsel, I call to your attention again that if you 
are going to go up on appeal on this matter or test this matter in 
court, you know as a law ver that that is not a legal objection. 

Mr. O’Connett. I thought it was understood that her reason for 
refusing to answer was on the grounds that it was self-incriminatory. 
If you think she should repeat that each time—— 

Senator Weixer. I want that repeated in the record for your ben- 
efit. It doesn’t make a bit of difference to the chairman or to me. 
You have her, and if she doesn’t know the objection, you do it, be- 
cause the appell: ite court isn’t going to look at what we are saying 
here. They are going to see if you have a legal objection. 

Mr. O’Connewt. I understand that, but I thought we had in the 
record a blanket excuse. 

Senator We.ker. It isn’t in the record, so if you want to make it you 
should, because we don’t want to have anything in the record that 
might incriminate this girl without—— 

The Cuamman. Mr. Attorney, the committee will probably con- 
clude that this witness is in contempt and take action against her. 
Therefore, your observation should be entered in the record. 

Mr. O'Connetit. As I understood, when somebody was testifying, 
counsel was not to interrupt or object. 

Senator Weiker. Of course, I asked you to make your legal ob- 
jection. She never yet has made a legal objection. 

Mr. Bauman. Miss Terry, were you on December 17, 1951, at the 
office of this subcommittee / 

Miss Terry. Yes, I was. 

Mr Rauman. At the office of the subcommittee at 101 Indiana Ave 
nue NW., Washington, D. C. 

Miss Terry. That’s right. 

The CHatrman. Mr. Bauman, am I correct in assuming that all 
your conversations with this witness occurred in your office in the Dis 
trict of Columbia? 

Mr. Bauman. That is correct, Mr. Chairman, in the office of the sub- 
committee at 101 Indiana Avenue NW., Washington, D. C.; is that 
not correct ? 

Miss Terry. That is right. 
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Mr. Bauman. That is the only place that you and I have ever had 
a conversation ; is that correct ? 

Miss Terry. That’s right. 

Mr. Bauman. Now were you asked the following questions at that 
oftice on December 17, 1951, by me, and did you make these answers : 

Question. Some time after October of 1949 Whiting’s staff greatly increased, 
didn’t it? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. When was that? 

Answer. That was just about October or November, either October or Novem- 
ber 1, 1950. 

Question. How many additional people came to work for him at that time? 

Answer. About six or seven. 

Question. Would you name them, please? 

Answer. Addie Whitehead, Nettie, Christine, Bessie Yates, Preacher, and 
that’s all. 

Question. What was the occasion for the increase in this staff? 

Answer. He told me that he was taking on some more business. He would 
tell everybody another story. He told me he was taking on some additional 
business, 

Did Orian Whiting tell you that he was taking on some additional 
business ¢ 

Miss Terry. You are asking me that now? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. 

Miss Terry. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Were you asked the questions I have just read and 
did you make the answers I have just read ¢ 

Miss Terry. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. BauMAN (reading): 

Question. Did you say whose business ? 

Answer. He said it was Simkins’ business. He said Simkins was giving it to 
him. 

Question. Did Whiting tell you that? 

Answer. Yes, that’s what he said. 

Were you asked those questions and did you make those answers / 

Miss Terry. I refuse to answer on the grounds that it might in- 
criminate me. Any of those statements which might incriminate me 
I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. You refuse to answer whether you were asked any 
of the questions I have just read to you and whether you have made 
any of the answers I have just read to you, is that correct ? 

Miss Terry. That might incriminate me. Any others I will 
answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Have I read any question to you that you feel that 
you can answer? 

Miss Terry. I have answered a few. 

Mr. Bauman. Aside from the few you have answered you feel that 
every question, to acknowledge every question and every answer 
which I have read to you would incriminate you, is that correct ? 

Miss Terry. That is up to my judgment. 

Mr. Bauman. I say have you determined that that is so? 

Miss Terry. The few that you have asked me 

Senator Werxer. I think while you are relying upon your judg- 
ment, you had better be thinking a little bit of what a trial court 
might say about this. Your judgment just doesn’t happen to con- 
trol an appellate or a trial court as to whether or not these questions 
you have evaded are in fact self-incriminatory. 
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I want to say this to you. There is no one on this committee, the 
chairman or any of the other four Senators, who want to see anyone 
innocently get into trouble over this matter. The taxpayers of this 
Nation are paying a lot of money to see what has been going on in 
the District of Columbia. 

If yon assume for a moment that we are going to sit idly by and sit 
up here and hear you and any other w itness : say that you won’t answer 
any questions, I can assure you that you have some stormy and renee 
weather ahead. I want you to remember that. That isn’t a thre: 
but you have something coming to you. 

Miss Terry. Well, I believe that I was put under pressure when 
I was brought down there. 

Senator WetKer. You can bring that out. The committee would 
be glad to hear that. You mean to say that you were forced to make 
this statement here ? 

Miss Terry. I was forced down there. 

Senator WeLker. How were you forced down there? 

Miss Terry. The two fellows that came after me, they waited for 
me. They had me thinking that I was under arrest. 

Senator Wetker. Did they tell you that ? 

Miss Terry. They wouldn’t let me come back. I told them I would 
come the next day. 

Senator WeLker. They came to your home that day? 

Miss Terry. And waited for me to get dressed. 

Senator WreLKer. Where did they wait? 

Miss Terry. In the living room. 

Senator WeLker. Did you attempt to call any officers or did you try 
to go out the back door to get any help ? 

Miss Terry. No. Why should I? 

Senator Wetxer. You realize that is an outlandish unreasonable 
accusation against Mr. Bauman or any of the others of this staff. 

Miss Terry. Well, they waited for me. I told them that I couldn’t 
come that day. They didn’t advise me to get a lawyer or anything of 
that sort. 

Senator Wetker. They didn’t have to. You knew you could get a 
lawyer, 

Miss Terry. They could have told me. 

Senator Wetker. You knew that you were entitled to help at any 
time. You knew that the police would give you help. 

Miss Terry. If I had known I wouldn’t have gone. 

Senator Weixer. Did they force you after you went to headquar- 
ters to make this statement that you have signed ? 

Miss Terry. Well, they put me in a room and they wouldn’t let me 
go out of the room. 

Senator Weiker. You are in a room now and you are not being 
forced to do anything, are you? 

Miss Terry. I am subpe naed. 

Senator Werxer. You are subpenaed and I am quite conscious of 
the fact that you wouldn’t be here if you had not been subpenaed. 

Now I want to be fair with you. You have appeared before the 
committee. In the parlance that you understand, you have dummied 

ip and now as an excuse you are saying that the committee has been 
using foree upon you. Now if you have any evidence of any force, 
he chairman, and this committee would certainly like to hear it. 
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Miss Terry. If I had known in the beginning—— 

Senator Weiker. I am not impressed with anything I have heard 
up to now. 

Miss Terry. If I had known in the beginning that I could have pro- 
duced a lawyer before I came down, I certainly would have done it. 

Senator Weiter. Why did you sign this statement? Did anybody 
force you to sign it? 

Miss Terry. I decline to answer. 

Senator Weiker. You decline to answer. How is that going to 
incriminate you? You have told me about the force that was used 
upon you, and now you say that you decline to answer whether anv 
force was used upon you in getting this document signed. Was any 
force used on you while you were in the room with the investigators ¢ 

Miss Terry. No brutality. 

Senator WeLker. Were you told that you had to answer a question 
a certain way? 

Miss Terry. I assumed the fact. 

Senator Wreiker. Ma’am? 

Miss Terry. I assumed that fact. 

Senator Weiker. You assumed that you had to tell the truth. No- 
body told you what to write in this statement, did they? Why do 
you hesitate? Can’t you answer that question ? 

Miss Terry. After I think the question over clearly, I will an- 
swer it. 

Senator Weiker. Did anybody tell you and force you to put the 
answers in this query that you put in 

Miss Terry. They didn’t by force. 

Senator Weiker. You did it of your own free will and accord. 
didn’t you? 

The Cuairman. Will you answer that question 2 

Miss Terry. What was the question ¢ 

Senator Weixer. The question was, You did it of your own free 
will and accord, did you not é 

Miss Terry. I decline to answer that question. 

The CHarman. What is that answer ? 

Mr. Bauman. She declines to answer, Senator. 

The Cuarmman. You decline to answer on the ground that it would 
incriminate you to tell whether you were forced to reply 

Miss Terry. I can’t hear you. 

Senator Weiker. I would suggest in fairness to you, Miss Witness, 
that you had better talk with your counsel about that last answer, 
because as I said to a witness Just preceding you upon the stand, if 
looks very bad for you if this matter goes to court, and as far as | 
am personally concerned, I am not going to waste my time sitting 
here listening to evasive answers from one like vou or anybody else 
who thinks we are up here just for a show. I think you had better talk 
to her, Mr. Counselor. That last answer will certainly get her in 
trouble. 

Mr. O’Connet. May it please Your Honor, I don’t want this girl 
to sit here and talk herself into more trouble than she is in now, J 
think she has a right to refuse to answer questions which, in her 
opinion or in my opinion, might tend to incriminate her, To answer 
one question, that brings on another. You don’t know when it stops. 
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Senator WeLker. Mr. Counselor, you have practiced law for many 
years and you certainly ought to know the law with respect to the 
privilege of refusing to answer. You cannot refuse to answer every 
question that is propounded to you, as she has here. 

Mr. O’Connet. She hasn't refused to answer every question. She 
has answered a good many questions. 

Senator Wetker. If you will tell me why she refused to answer 
the question that the chairman ordered her to answer—apparently 
she has adopted the policy y she is going to answer nothing. 

Mr. O'Connewe. I don’t think that is quite true. 

Senator Werxker. All right, then once again I will ask her, why 
does she refuse to testify whether or not force was used upon her in 
signing this document ? 

Mr. O’Conneci. She answered that question, said there was no 
physical force. 

Senator Weiker. She said she refused to answer that question, Mr. 
Counsel. 

Mr. O’ConneEtut. At one time she said there was no actual force. 

Senator We.ker. All right, 1 am not going to argue with you. I 
will ask her again: Do you want to answer ‘the question, was force 
used upon you when you signed this document that counsel has inter- 
rogated you about ? 

Miss Terry. No physical force. 

Senator Weiker. No physical force. 

( ‘ounsel, do you want to proceed ? 

The CHarrmMan. You have stated, in effect, that if you —_ not been 
hurried down here, you would have employed an attorney to represent 
you. Is it not a fact that you now have here with you counsel of your 
own selection ¢ 

Miss ‘Terry. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair informs you that if you want additional 
attorneys, you will be given an opportunity to e mploy them. Do you 
want anyone else to represent you in this case 

Miss Terry. No. 

The Cuarman. Then you are satisfied with the counsel you have? 

Miss Terry. Yes. 

The Ciuamman. Your answer is that you are satisfied ? 

Miss ‘Terry. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions of this witness. 

Senator Wreiker. Miss Terry, once again going back to the testi- 
mony about your trip down to the investigating quarters of committee 
counsel, you left the umpression on the direct statement that you would 
not have gone had not force or duress been used upon you. 

Now, from the time you met these investigators upon the day you 

gave the statement, was any force used upon you to either get you 
to go, make you continue the trip there, get out of the car going into 
the office of Mr. Bauman and making the statement that you have 
sworn to, as counsel has related to you? Now, if any force was used, 
| would like you to tell the committee what it was. 

Miss Terry. Just as I said before, there was no physical force, but 
they— 

Senator We_krer. Was there any mental force? 

Miss Terry. Yes; it was. 
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Senator Wevker. I assume that most people generally don’t like 
to be called upon to testify in any kind of a proceeding, either civil 
or criminal, but that is a duty you owe to society. There wasn’t any 
physical force ? 

Miss Terry. Not physically. 

Senator Weixer. You stayed there. You could go about as you 

wanted to? 

Miss Terry. No; I couldn't. 

Senator Weiker. You couldn't go about. 

Did anybody ever sit you down if you would get up? 

Miss Terry. They didn’t sit me down. They put me in a room by 
myself and closed the door. ‘There was somebody sitting in front o| 
the door. 

Senator WeLker. You mean, to hold you in there? 

Miss Terry. I don’t know what they was doing. I didn’t open the 
door. 

Senator Wetker. I am going to ask you a few questions. Iam going 
to be quite frank with you. I am asking you these questions to ascer 
tain whether or not you haven’t been and. are not now in contempt of 
this committee. 

Have you ever been married. 

Miss Terry. No. 

Sentaor Weiker. Do you live alone? 

Miss Terry. No. 

Senator Weiker. Where do you live? 

Miss Terry. 1011 Euclid Street NW. 

Senator We_kxer. And that was the place where this numbers house 
at one time was operated ¢ 

Miss Terry. I refuse to answer that question. 

Senator Weiker. Did you name a person who operated a numbers 
racket that operated from your place of residence ¢ 

Miss Terry. I decline to answer. 

Senator Wei_ker. Why, then, did you give your statement upon 
the 17th day of December 1951/7 You gave a statement then, as you 
have admitted, I think, under oath. W hy did you give that state 
ment? Did it tend to incriminate you at that time ¢ 

Miss Terry. Yes; it did. 

Senator Wetxer. Did you make any objection whatsoever to 
counsel, committee counsel, or the investigators in making this state 
ment ¢ 

Miss Terry. I didn’t quite understand you. 

Senator Werxer. Did you make any objections to any person, 
either Mr. Bauman, Mr. Solomon, or any of the staff in making this 
statement you have sworn to on the 17th of December 1951 ? 

Did you ae to signing this statement ¢ 

Miss Terry. I didn’t object to it. 

Senator Weixker. I didn’t hear your answer. 

Miss Terry. I did not object to it. 

Senator We._ker. You did not object to it. You made it, then, freel) 
and voluntarily / 

Miss Terry. I was under a mental strain. 

Senator WeL_ker. You were under a mental strain ? 

Miss Terry. Yes; I was. 
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Senator Werxer. I shall now, Mr. Counsel and Mr. Chairman, 
offer in evidence the statement made by this witness on the 17th of 
December 1951, and expressly direct the attention of the chairman 
to the fact that it is an admission of this witness given under oath, 
and I shall recommend that a criminal prosecution be started by 
virtue of that written admission under oath. 

Mr. Bauman. May I introduce this in the record ? 

The Cuamman. The executed questionnaire will be made a part 
of the record. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you show that to the witness, please? Will you 
look at the last page of that statement, madam, Is that your signa- 
ture that appears there? 

Miss Terry. Yes; it is. 

Mr. Bauman. And it was your signature that you signed before a 
notary public whose name appears beneath it; is that correct‘ 

Miss Terry. I beg your pardon / 

Mr. Bauman. I say, the signature beneath yours is that of the notary 
public before whom you signed it; is that correct ¢ 

Miss Terry. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. I offer that statement in evidence at this time. 

Mr. Sotomon, It will be marked “Exhibit No. 10.” 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 10,” and 
appears in the appendix on p. 393. _ ) 

Mr. Bauman. Now, Miss Terry, on December 17, 1951, you say two 
investigators of this staff called upon you at your home; is that 
correct ¢ 

Miss Terry. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. And they had forthwith supenas for you and your 
mother ¢ 

Miss Terry. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. And they offered you transportation down to the 
offices of the committee; is that correct / 

Miss Terry. They took me. 

Mr. Bauman. They took you against your will? 

Miss Terry. ‘They had a subpena for me. I am not familiar with 
the law. I didn’t know that I didn’t have to go. Otherwise I wouldn't 
have gone. 

Mr. Bauman. Did they force you to go? 

Miss Terry. They couldn’t have forced me. 

Mr. Bauman. You then came down with these men to my office; i 
that correct ¢ 

Miss Terry. That’s right. 

Mr. Bauman. And I then questioned your mother before I ques- 
tioned you; is that right ¢ 

Miss Terry. Yes; in separate rooms. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, of course. While I was questioning your mother, 
| asked you to sit in another room; is that correct 

Miss Terry. You didn’t ask me anything. 

Mr. Bauman. I said while I was questioning your mother you were 
seated in another room; is that right ‘ 

Miss Terry. That’s right. 

Mr. Bauman. When I was through questioning your mother, 
i asked that you be brought into my office and I questioned you; is that 
correct 4 
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Miss Terry. That’s right. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you Loffer any objection at that time to answering 
any of these questions? 

Miss Terry. No. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Tin any way force you to make these answers ? 

Miss Terry. Not physically. 

Mr. Bauman. Did IT in any way force you, madam, to make these 
answers? 

Miss Terry. As I said before, I was under a mental strain. 

Mr. Bauman. These questions and answers were taken down by a 
stenographer on the subcommittee staff: is that right? 

Miss Terry. That’s right. 

Mr. Bauman. And you then waited until this statement, which 
has been exhibited to you, was typewritten; is that correct ? 

Miss Terry. Under order I waited. 

Mr. Bauman. Who ordered you? 

Miss Terry. You. 

Mr. Bauman. I ordered you to stay there? 

Miss Terry. You told me to have a seat and wait. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ask to leave? 

Miss Terry. I asked_you how long it would be. 

Mr. Bauman. Did T tell you as soon as the statement was type- 
written ¢ 

Miss Terry. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. And when the statement was typewritten, you were 
taken by an investigator of the staff to a notary public where you 
signed this statement before the not: iy; is that right ? 

Miss Terry. That’s right. 

Mr. Bauman. Was any more duress or force of any kind placed 
upon you than that ? 

Miss Terry. Except that I wasn’t allowed to talk to anyone. 

Mr. Bauman. To whom would you have liked to talk? 

Miss ‘Terry. ‘To my mother. 

Mr. Bauman. Your mother was at that time—— 

Miss Terry. In another room. 

Mr. Bauman. In another room. And just as I questioned you 
separately, I questioned her separately: isn’t that right ¢ 


Miss Terry. But even after you got through with the questioning, 


you put us in separate rooms. 

Senator Pasrore. Did you ask to join your mother so that you could 
talk to her ? 

Miss Terry. She started toward me. I didn’t ask. She started 
toward me to come in 

Senator Pasrore. We are talking about you. Did you ask Mr. 
Bauman that you would like to talk to your mother / 

Miss Terry. No: I didn’t ask him that. 

Senator Pastore. How was he supposed to know that.you wanted to 
talk to your mother if you did not ask him ? 

Miss ‘Terry. Because we started in the room with one another and 
one oT the investigators, or something, they brought me back and told 
me to sit in this room and for her to sit in another room. 

Mr. Bauman. Let me ask you, Miss Terry, were you at any time 
treated with anything but complete courtesy by me or any membet 
of the subcommittee staff / 
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Miss Terry. As far as speech is concerned. 

Mr. Bauman. Do I understand that as far as speech is concerned, 
every member of the subcommittee staff and myself treated you with 
complete courtesy 

Miss Terry. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions. 

Senator Wetxker. I just have a couple. Miss Witness, do you 
happen to know a person by the name of Adelaide Brown é 

Miss Terry. Yes. 

Senator WetKker. Do you know a person by the name of Nathaniel 
Smith ¢ 

Miss Terry. Yes; I know him. 

Senator Weiker. Russell Perry? 

Miss Terry. I don’t remember. 

Senator WreLker. You don’t remember that ? 

Miss Terry. No. 

Senator WeLker. James Wheeler? 

Miss Terry. I don’t remember him. 

Senator Weiker. Lucretia Killings? 

Miss Terry. Yes. 

Senator Weitker. You know her. Cutler Mason 4 

Miss Terry. Yes. 

Senator Werker. Al Lockhart / 

Miss Terry. Yes. 

Senator WeLker. A man by the name of Smithie’ 

Miss Terry. Who? 

Senator WELKER. Smithie. 

Miss Terry. No. 

Senator WELKER. Do you know what business they were engaged 
in? 

Miss Terry. No; I don't. 

Senator WeLker. Do you have any idea what business they were 
engaged in? 

Miss Terry. I refuse to answer. 

Senator Wetker. You refuse to answer. 

Did you tell Mr. Bauman at the meeting vou have test hed about, 
who they were? 

Miss Terry. I decline to answer that question. 

Senator WeLKerR. You decline to answer that. Why do vou decline 
to answer that / | 

Miss Terry. Self-incrimination. 

Senator WeLKER. Self-incrimination. That is all. 

Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions. 

The Cuarrman. The witness will stand aside. 

Mr. O’Connetu. I was just wondering if Mr. Bauman 
call her mother next ? 

Mr. Bauman. Not at this time. 

The CHamman. Call your next witness. 

Mr. Bauman. Roger Simkins. 

The Ciatrman. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are 
about to vive will be the truth, the whole truth. and n« thing but the 
truth. so help you God 7 

Mr. Siwkins. I do. 
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The Crarrman. Mr. Attorneys, do you wish to confer with your 
client before the committee begins to examine him? 

Mr. Scuwarrz. Thank you, sir. Will you indulge us just a mo 
ment ? 

Senator Weiker. Let the record show the witness and his lawyers 
are now conferring. 


TESTIMONY OF ROGER SIMKINS, WASHINGTON, D. C., ACCOM- 
PANIED BY GEORGE HAYES AND MILFORD SCHWARTZ, 
ATTORNEYS 


Mr. Simxkrns. Congressman, I would like to ask to read a little state- 
ment that I want tosay for myself. 

The CHairMAN. Proceed. 

Mr. Sruxrns. I do not desire this hearing as to me to be televised. 
All of the television equipment is confusing to me and it would affect 
me properly answering any such questions as I may be advised that 
it is proper for me to answer. 

Particularly I desire the removal of the microphone in front of me, 
as I am of the eines: that they would keep me from properly con- 
ferring with my counsel, and hence deprive me of the rights to counse! 
to which I am entitled. I request that no picture be taken of me 
luring the time that I may be testifying. 

The Cuairnman. The committee, after mature consideration, decided 
to permit these hearings to be televised. One exception to the decision 
was made for reasons which were deemed adequate by the commiitee. 
But those reasons are not applic able in your case. Therefore, you are 
ordered to proceed to testify. The risk of refusing will be yours. 

Mr. Hayes. Mr. Chairman, may I call attention to the fact that 
with respect to the instance to which you make reference, I presume 
Major Barrett, that the only difference, as I conceive it—and 1 was 
here when the statement was made—between the statement made b) 
Mr. Simkins and that made by Major Barrett was that Mr. Maher hac 
the unfortunate defect as far as his eyesight was concerned, and | 
remember that the chairman made some comment at that time about 
that circumstance. 

We make no such claims as far as either Mr. Schwartz or I are cor 
cerned. However, it is also a matter of record as far as this hearing is 
concerned that the mikes that were in front of Major Barrett wer 
removed, that the reason given was the same reason as given by M) 
Simkins, and it is certain that the question of Mr. M: aher’s eyes could 
have had nothing to do with the mikes that were in front of M: 
Barrett. 


L want the record to disclose that therefore if you are ruling as you 


have indicated, that it would seem to me that there is a discriminatio! 
being shown as against this witness. 


The CHatrman. The committee has reasons other than any that 


were stated by Major Barrett or his counsel for desiring the major 
testimony in the record before we proceeded with this heari ing. W 


did not have time to litigate his refusal to testify before mic rophone : 


or television cameras. Consequently we excluded him from the oper: 
tion of the rule, in order to obtain his evidence at once. 
Your client is not a member of the police force. 
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Mr. Hayes. My client has been named, sir, in practically every other 
line of this testimony, and the fact that he is—— 

The CuamMman. But he has not been a member of the police force 
of the District of Columbia, has he ? 

Mr. Hares. No; he has not, but I do not anticipate that the rule is a 
discriminatory rule in favor of anybody, high or low. 

The CuatrMan. Certainly not. The committee believed that since 
we were investigating him as a high official of the Police Department, 
it was important to have his statements in the record at once. 

The progress of this hearing does not depend upon the witness 
answering now. If he does not want to testify while the television 

cameras are operating, you and your associate counsel can advise him 
what todo. Thereafter, the committee will take appropriate action. 

Senator Werker. I think I should advise counsel that very recently 
| have been informed by people who — know television, in fact 
the man who runs the television camera, there is absolutely a mini- 
mum of noise with respect to a television camera, and that you are 
not blinded by any lights, because the television that is operated here 
operates without lights. I am informed that the newsreel cameramen 
are the only ones who use lights. 

Now, if you have an objection to the particular lights, counsel, I 
would suggest that you make it. In the absence of a showing that 
vour client is interfered with by the television camera, I would say 
that the chairman’s ruling is well taken in view of the vote by the 
majority of this committee. 

Mr. Hayes. Mr. Senator, with respect to the question of the tele- 
vision, candidly, my objection doesn’t go as strongly to that as it does 
to the balance of the objection with respect to the microphones. 

It seems to me, as I say, that no distinction ought to be made between 
witnesses. It seems to me equally so that if Major Barrett took the 
position which I heard in this court, in this assemblage, that he 
could not properly advise with his counsel by reason of these mikes, 

calling attention to their sensitiveness, and with no reason other than 
that given, and the committee then taking the position that he did 
not need to testify before these mikes, I say that the same ruling 
ought to be made as to this witness, particularly when, as the com- 
mittee will know, there will be innumerable instances, I presume, 
in the questioning where the right of consultation with his counsel 
does become a necessity, and I think, as I have indicated, that any 
distinetion ought to be obviated. 

Senator Pasrorr. Would you be willing to remove your objection 
if during the times when you do consult with your client we did cover 
up the microphones so that no sound could be picked up ¢ 

Mr. Hayes. I would still say, sir, that if that were done, that it 
is still a discriminatory procedure when that was not done with 
Major Barrett. 

Senator Pastore. It is not a matter of discrimination, as I look at 
it, as to a matter of right. We did not decide that that would be 
the procedure to be followed in all instances when the chairman ruled 
in reference to Mr. Barrett. 

We made that position very, very clear because I was one of those 
who felt the objection was frivolous, and I still think that your ob- 

jection is frivolous, but if you feel that that interrupts your procedure 
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of consulting with your client and your client consulting with you, 


his lawyer, I think we can make arrangements to silence those micro- 
phones during that period. 

Mr. Hayes. I can’t help but be reminded also that as a part of 
this procedure the suggestion has been had that when an inquiry 
is made, that the respondent is required to answer spontaneously, 
that he does not have the right to consult with counsel at that time. 

I notice that the Senator has already called attention to the fact 
that he was at the beginning conferring with his counsel, the apparent 
reason being that the question of intercourse between us here at this 
table is to be minimized. Also the suggestion has been had from 
you, sir, that you don’t want the record filled up with objections. We 
have a client’s rights that we are attempting to protect, and I am 

concerned about it, candidly. 

Senator Werker. Can you indicate in one instance in which your 
client or anyone else’s client has been required to answer a question 
when counsel wanted to confer with him? Not once has that hap 
pened. The chairman here has repeatedly given every avenue for 
counsel to confer with their client. 

Mr. Hayes. I heard the pronouncement made, am I not mistaken, 
as a part of this procedure. 

Senator Weiker. And that was to keep down from hearing three 
witnesses instead of one, and you have never been in an orderly court 
procedure or a hearing procedure such as this when the client could 
confer with two counsel and then give his answer after every question. 

Mr. Hayes. Well, of course, that I hope will be a part of this record. 
There are immediate questions that are asked. That immediate ques 
tion might be entirely innocuous. 

Senator WeLker. Well, you certainly know this, don’t you, coun 

sel, that you can take advantage of that in any court that you might 
bs prosecuted in, to go on appeal. 

Mr. Hayes. I also know you have got to lay the foundation in order 
to properly do it. 

Senator We_krer. When I made the motion myself, I stated that 
you were entitled to make your objection. 

Mr. Hayes. Do I understand, then, that in each instance we may 
interpose our objections ? 

Senator Weker. I certainly think so. 

Mr. Hayes. All right, sir. 

Senator WeLxer. I believe that is the law here or any place else 

Mr. Hayes. And that that objection may run not only to an im 
mediate question but if in our opinion we feel it to be a chain of 
questions which might tend to incriminate, that is a matter still to be 
advised. 

Senator Weixer. That isn’t the ruling of the Chair, of course. 

Mr. Hayes. I presume [ will also be subject to the rulings of the 
Chair. 

Senator Weiker. That is my understanding, and I make the 
motion. 

The CuHarrmMan. You will have an opportunity to make as many ob 
jections as you wish. This witness will be treated precisely as ever) 
other witness has been treated in everything that pertains to his right: 

Let me emphasize the fact that there has not been and will not be 
any discrimination here because of anyone's race, color, creed, politics, 


aR tii noe 





Cl 


rank, « 
fying I 
modati 
commit 
before 
You 
protect 
makings 
Gent 
refuse 
Mr. 
vised 
witnes 
simply 
Sem 
then 
testify 
Mr. 
gentle 
ansWwel 
it be 1 
unless 
Sen: 
COUDSE 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
erimil 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
erm 
Mr. 
Mr. 
crim 
Sen 
inady 
answe 
We 
has t 
Now 
Mr 
parti 
Was ¥ 
Sel 
tend | 
Mi 
that 
wher 





you, 


CY'O- 


of 


ury 


sly, 


me. 
fact 
‘ent 
this 
rom 
We 


am 


our 
1On 
ap- 


for 


ren, 


ree 
urt 
uld 
ion, 
rect. 


les 


Lin) 
olit 


der 


hat 


nh 


of 


be 


WEB 2eeoi' 


CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 173 


rank, or station. We sustained Major Barrett’s cbjections to te-ti- 
fying diver television and before the microphones, not for his accom- 
modation or the accommodation of his attorneys, but solely because the 
committee believed that the major’s testimony should be in the recor+| 
before other witnesses were examined.” 

You may rest assured that this committee will endeavor properly to 
protect the rights of witnesses and also the rights of the public, in 
making this investigation. 

Gentlemen, will you now please decide whether your client should 
refuse to testify. 

Mr. Hayes. In order that we proceed, Mr. Chairman, as ad- 
vised by the committee, in instances where in the opinion of the 
witness an answer would tend to incriminate him, do you desire 
simply that he shall say “I refuse to answer” ¢ 

Senator WeiKker. I would like the real objection to go in first, and 
then the Chair will instruct you that your objection “I refuse to 
testify” will be construed as being the whole legal objection. 

Mr. Hayes. Well, may it be done in this wise? We antic ipate, the 
gentleman with whom IT am associated and I, that the fatlures to 
answer will be based upon the fact that they tend to incriminate. May 
it be understood if he refuses to answer that that is the basis of it, 
unless other objections be suggested ¢ 

Senator Wreiker. That will be fine. I think that will shorten it, 
counsel, 

Mr. Hayes. Thank you, Mr. Senator. 

Mr. Bauman. What is your business or occupation 

Mr. Simxrins. I refuse to answer on the ground it may intend to in- 
criminate me. 

Mr. Bauman. Your name is Roger Simkins? 

Mr. Simkins. That’s correct. 

Mr. BauMAN. S-i-m-k-i-n-s¢ 

Mr. Simkins. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. Your first name is spelled R-o-g-e-r/ 

Mr. Sim«ins. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever described yourself as a speculator ¢ 

Mr. Simkins. I refuse to answer on the grounds it may intend to in- 
criminate me. 

Mr. Bauman. You are also known as Whitetop, is that correct? 

Mr. Simxins. I refuse to answer on the ground it may intend to in- 
criminate me. 

Senator Weiker. Counsel, 1 hope and the committee hopes that by 
inadvertence you are not letting the witness get into trouble by a silly 
answer such as that. 

We don’t want our action here to mislead you to the point where he 
has to make that objection where he might be found in contempt. 

Now a man’s name certainly would not tend to incriminate him. 

Mr. Hayes. I am not entirely in accord with you, Mr. Senator, 
particularly when the query was not with regard to a name. It 
Was With regard to some nickname. 

Senator Weiker. A man’s nickname, I can’t see how that would 
tend to incriminate a man. 

Mr. Hayes. I don’t want to argue the point except to say to you 
that I could give to your Honor or give to your committee instances 
where that very thing might be an incriminating circumstance. 
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Senator Weiker. You are going very far afield if you can show 
me any law where a man’s name or a nickname would tend to in 
criminate him. I don’t want to argue with you. 

You may be sure this record is going to be carefully scrutinized 
by this committee. If your client doesn’t want to answer, he probably 
will be cited for contempt and there probably will be future hearings 
and through some little harmless thing like what is his nickname, 
I would hate to see him put to expense or trouble by virtue of not 
answering that. I want to be fair, counsel. 

Mr. Hayes. I appreciate it, Mr. Senator. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you repeat the question, please ? 

Mr. Hayes. Will you allow us to confer for a second ¢ 

Mr. Scuwarrz. Will you repeat the question / 

Mr. Hayes. He is prepared to answer it. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you also known by the name of Whitetop? 

Mr. Sumxtns. They call me Whitetop sometimes; yes. 

Mr. Bauman. How long have you lived at your present address ? 

Mr. Simxkins. I want to be sure now. About 5, 6, or 7 years. 

Mr. Bauman. I wonder if you could try to speak up just a little 
louder. 

Mr. Sim«rns. I don’t want to be positive, but between 5 and 6 and 
7 years. 

Mr. Bauman. What police precinct is it located in? 

Mr. Stmxiys, I believe 12. 

Mr. Bauman. What precinct is the Brass Rail located in? 

Mr. Simxrins. Two. 

Mr. Bauman. The Brass Rail is a bar owned and operated by your 
wife; is that correct ? 

Mr. Srvxrins. I refuse to answer on the grounds it may lead up 
to incrimination. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you not repeatedly stated that the Brass Rail 
is owned by your wife and operated by your wife / 

Mr. SuwKins. I refuse to answer on the grounds it may tend 
incriminate me. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you not many times under oath answered that 
question without invoking a constitutional privilege ? 

Mr. Srmxuvs. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know Capt. Clyde Strange? 

Mr. Srmxins. I refuse to answer 

Mr. Bauman. Are you acqui 1inted with C apt. Clyde Strange ? 

Mr. Stmxrnvs. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever spoken to Capt. Clyde Strange? 

Mr. Smxins. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know any other police officers of the second 
precinct ? 

Mr. Srmxrns. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know Lieutenant McAllister? 

Mr. Suuxins. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever spoken to Lieutenant McAllister? 

Mr. Sorkrins. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Lieutenant Hunt ? 

Mr. Stmxrns. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever spoken to Lieutenant Hunt ? 

Mr. Sumxrins. I refuse to answer. 
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Mr. Bauman. Have you ever spoken to Capt. Albert B. Clark while 
he was commanding officer of the Second Precinct ¢ 
Mr. Srmxins. I refuse to answer. 
Mr. Bauman. Do you personally know Capt. Albert B. Clark? 
Mr. Stuxins. I refuse to answer. 
Mr. Bauman. Do you know Inspector Beverly C. Beach ? 
Mr. Stmuxrns. I refuse to answer. 
Mr. Bauman. Did you know Inspector Beach while he was com- 
manding officer of No. 2% 
Mr. SIMKINS. I refuse to answer 
Mr. Bauman. Have you been aware over the years—— 
Mr. Stmxrns. I refuse to answer. [Laughter. | 
The CuairmMan. The committee will be in order. 
Mr. Bauman. I suggest that you let me finish the question before 
you refuse to answer. 
Mr. Stmxuins. O. K. 
Mr. Bauman. Do you keep yourself posted as to who the command- 
ing officer of the $ Second Precinet is? 
Mr. SIMKINS. I refuse to answer. 
Mr. Bauman. Have you ever made it your business to find out who 
the « ommanding officer of the Second Precinct is / 
Mr. Struxkins. I refuse to answer. 
Mr. Bauman. Have you ever given a gift or thing of value to any 
police officer ¢ 
Mr. Sowkurns. I refuse to answer. 
Mr. Bauman. Have you ever given any police officer a television 
set ¢ 
Mr. Sim«ins. I refuse to answer. 
Mr. Bauman. Do you know Lt. Daniel Pittman ¢ 
Mr. StmxKins. I refuse to answer. 
Mr. Bauman. Have you ever heard of Lt. Daniel Pittman? 
Mr. Sim«kins. I refuse to answer. 
Mr. Bauman. You refuse to answer as to whether you have heard 
of Lieutenant Pittman / 
Mr. Stwxins. I refuse to answer. 
Mr. Scuwarrz, Will you repeat the question, Mr. Bauman‘ 
Mr. Bauman. Will you read the question, please, Mr. Reporter? 
(The reporter read back the last question. ) 
Mr. Sim«ins. Yes; I have heard of him. 
Mr. Bauman. Do you personally know Lieutenant Pittman? 
Mr. Srwrxrs I refuse to answer. 
Mr. Bauman. Have you on any occasion ever spoken to Lieutenant 
Pittman ? 
Mr. Simkrins I refuse to answer. 
Mr. Bauman. Do you know former Maj. Robert J. Barrett of the 
Metropolitan Police Department ? 
Mr. Stmx«rns I refuse to answer. 
Mr. Bauman. Have you ever heard of Major Barrett? 
Mr. Sumkins. Yes; I have heard of him. 
Mr. Bauman. Have you ever spoken to him ? 
Mr. Stmxins I refuse to answer. 
Mr. Bauman. Have you ever spoken to him at his home / 
Mr. Simxkins I refuse to answer. 
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Mr. BauMAN. 
volving the police department ¢ 


Mr. BaumMAN. 


Mr. Bauman. 


Mr. BauMaAN. 
Mr. SmmkIns. 


Mr. Srmwkrns. 

Mr. Bauman. 

Mr. Srmkins. 

Mr. Bauman. 

Mr. SUMKINS. 

Mr. Bauman. How about Detective Howard Ogle? Have you 
ever heard of him? 


Mr. Bauman. 
Mr. SrmMKINs. 


Mr. SUkKINs. 
Mr. BauMAN. 
Mr. SrmkIns. 
Mr. BauMAN. 
that he was in the Brass Rail / 


Mr. BAUMAN. 


Mr. BAUMAN. 


Have you ever spoken to him about any matters in 


I refuse to answer. 

Have you ever spoken to him about the weather? 

| refuse to answer. 

Have you ever given Major.Barrett any gift of any 


I refuse to answer 

Have you ever loaned him anything ¢ 

I refuse to answer 

Did you ever give Major Barrett a gift of anything 


exceeding $100 in v alue / 


I refuse to answer. 


Have vou ever given any money or anything of value 
with the understanding or expectation it would be given to a police 


I refuse to answer. 

Do you know Detective Paul Clark / 

I refuse to answer. 

Have you ever heard of Detective Paul Clark? 
Yes: I have heard of him. 

Has he ever been in the Brass Rail / 

I refuse to answer. 

Have you ever seen him in the Brass Rail? 

I refuse to answer. 


I have heard of him. 

Has he ever spoken to you / 

I refuse to answer. 

Has he ever been in the Brass Rail / 

I refuse to answer. 

Have you ever heard he was in the Brass Rail? 

I refuse to answer. 

You refuse to answer as to whether you have heard 


Yes. 

Do you know Detective William McEwen? 

I refuse to answer. 

Have you heard of Detective McEwen / 
Whatisthename? I didn’t get it. 

William McEwen. 

Yes: [have heard of him. 

Have you ever heard of his being in the Brass Rail’ 
I refuse to answer. 

Have you ever spoken to him about anything ? 

I refuse to answer. 

Have vou ever discussed any police-oflicer promotions 


or transfers with any body i in the Police Dep: irtment ? 


I refuse to answer. 
Did you ever suggest to any officer in the Police De 


partment or any official of the Police Department the making of any 


I refuse to answer. 
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Mr. Bauman. Have you ever spoken to Maj. Robert J. Barrett 
about the making of any such transfer within the Police Department ? 

Mr. Srrkins. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever given either Major Barrett or any 
other polic e officer a gift “exceeding § $500 in value? 

Mr. Srxrns. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever given any city official outside of the 
Police Department, any municip: iI official outside of the Police De “part- 
ment, a gift exceeding $100 in value ? 


Mr. SIMKINS. 
Mr. Bauman. 
cluding those people within the Police De ‘partment 4 
Mr. StIMKINS. 
Mr. Bauman. 
former Major Barrett or any other police officer / 
Mr. SIM KINs. 
Mr. BAuMAN. 
Mr. SImMKINs. 
Mr. BauMAN. 
Mr. SIMKINs. 
Mr. BauMan. 
Lieutenant Em 
Mr. SIMKINs. 
Mr. Bauman. 


Mr. SUMKINS. 


I refuse to answer. 
Have you ever given any city official any gift, ex 


1 refuse to answer. 
Did anybody on your behalf give or send a gift to 


1 refuse to answer. 

Do you know Detective Nunzio Bonaccorsy ? 

1 refuse to answer. 

Have you ever spoken to Dectective Arthur Molle? 
I refuse to answer. 

Have you ever had any dealings of any kind with 


bry? 


I refuse to answer. 
Do you know who Lieutenant Embry is? 
I don’t know who he is. 


I know he is police, 


Mr. Hayes. Ask the question over. 


Mr. BAUMAN. 


Would you repeat caer: please ¢ 


(The reporter read back the last question. 
Mr. Hayes. I thought he answered it. 


Mr. BauMAN. 


What was the answer? 


(The reporter read back the last answer. ) 


Mr. BauMAN. 
Mr. SIMKINS. 
Mr. BaumMAN. 
Mr. SIMKINS. 
Mr. BauMAN. 
Mr. SIMKINS. 
Mr. BAUMAN. 
Mr. SiImKINsS. 
Mr. BAUMAN. 
Mr. SIMKINS. 


Mr. BauMAN. 
in? 


Mr. Sim Kins. 
Mr. Bauman. 


Have you ever spoken to him 

I refuse to answer. 

Have you ever spoken to him abo 
I refuse to answer. 

Have you ever spoken to him about a baseball score / 
I refuse to answer. 

Do you know Orian Whiting / 

I refuse to answer. 

What, by reputation, is Orian Whiting’s business? 
I refuse to answer. 

Have you ever heard what business Orian Whiting 


the weather ? 


I refuse to answer. 
Will you please read the last quest lon 


(‘The reporter read back the last question. ) 


Mr. Bauman. 


Have you and Orian Whiting ever been engaged 


any enterprise together ? 
Mr. Srwkis. 
Mr. BAUMAN. 
Mr. SrmKkINs, 
Mr. BAUMAN. 
other than talking to him without regard to any business enterprise ? 
Mr. Simxkins. 


I refuse to answer. 

Have you ever seen Orlan Whiting socially ¢ 

I refuse to answer. 

Have you ever seen Orian Whiting for no purpose 


I refuse to answer. 
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Mr. Bauman. Are you personally acquainted with Orian Whiting ‘ 

Mr. Sruxrns. I refuse.to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever been in a building at 2026 Georgia 
Avenue NW.? 

Mr. Simxins. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Was that occupied by a lady named Dimples Mear- 
at one time ¢ 

Mr. Sruxkrins. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever heard whether those premises were 
occupied by Dimples Mears? 

Mr. Simkins. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Was Dimples Mears ever a friend of yours? 

Mr. Simxins. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauma&. Do you know a man by the name of Jack the Bear ’ 

Mr. Simxrins. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that name familiar to you ? 

Mr. Stmxrns. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever heard the name ?/ 

Mr. Srorxuns. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever spoken to the man? 

Mr. Stmxrns. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever heard of any of the following people. 
heard of, I repeat, any of the following people: Cutler Mason ? 

Mr. Smorxrns. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Slow Brown? 

Mr. Hayes. Just a second. 

Senator Wetker. I suggest, Mr. Counsel, that we stop this proceed 
ing because if this gentleman isn’t in contempt of this committee, | 
don’t know what contempt is. You have your record made, and to 
save time we might just as well proceed and let him refuse to answe1 
some place else. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Simkins, have you, at any time, prior to Decem 
ber 31, 1948, carried a loaded pistol on your person within the Dis 
trict of Columbia / 

Mr. Srwxrns. I refuse to answer. 


Mr. Bauman. Have you, at any time, prior to December 31, 1948, 


carried an unloaded pistol on your person in the District of Co- 
lumbia ? 

Mr. Sruxins. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you own a pistol prior to December 31, 1948? 

Mr. Srrxins. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you keep a pistol in the Brass Rail? 

Mr. Srmxins. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Prior to December 31, 1948—that is the other part 
of the same question. 

Mr. Stuxins. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. What is that? 

Mr. Stuxrns. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, as a matter of fact, Mr. Simkins, you have not 
seen Dimples Mears since about 1945; is that not correct ? 

Mr. Srimuxrns. I did not hear what_you said. 

Mr. Bauman. I say, you have not seen Dimples Mears since about 
1945; is that right ? 

Mr. Simxins. Dimple Mears’ I refuse to answer. 
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Mr. Bauman. Mr. Simkins, you make very large deposits of coins. 
in your bank account from time to time; is that not correct ¢ 
Mr. Surxrns. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you, on or about May 26, 1949, deposit approxi- 
ately $2,680 in coins ¢ 

Mr. Sukrns. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. On March 25, 1949, on or about March 25, 1949, did 
uu deposit $3,358 in coins? 

Mr. Sruxins. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. On January 15, 1949, did you deposit $6,000 in cash 
of which $4,000 was in coins? 

Mr. Suwkins. I refuse to answer 

Mr. Bauman. On March 5, 1948, did you deposit $2,740 in quarters / 

Mr. Smorxins. I refuse to answer 

Mr. Bauman. Do you generally ‘get large amounts of coins of this 
type ¢ 

Mr. Srmxrns. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Is it your practice in depositing coins that come into 
your possession—is it your practice in depositing coins to your bank 
account ¢ 

Mr. Stmxkins. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Please let me finish the question. 

Mr. Simxkrns. Yes; I didn’t hear the question no-how—I knew you 
were talking on. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you read the first part of it ? 

(The question was read as follows: “Is it your practice in depositing 
coins to your bank account- ——") 

Mr. Bauman. To take the coins to the bank in a large sack, leave 
them there without having them counted, and have them credited 
to your account by the bank after they have had an opportunity to 
count them ? 

Mr. Stmkins. I refuse to answer. 

Senator Werker. Mr. Witness, do you have a bank that you do 
business with ? 

Mr. Simxins. Yes, sir. 

Senator We_ker. Where is that bank locate / 

Mr. Simx«ins. That I do business with—the bank on Park Road—I 
think it is Park Road and Fourteenth Street. 

Senator Weiker. When did you open your account there 4 

Mr. Serkins. A number of years ago, Senator. 

Senator Weiker. Would you say 10, 15 years ago ¢ 

Mr. Srwxins. Well, at least, I will say—l would hot want to give 
an exact date, but I know it is 7 or 8 vears, Ud say, without knowing. 

Senator Weriker. Where do you live, Mr. Simkins / 

Mr. Stmxkrns. Since when / 

Senator WELKER. Where do you live there in Washington ? 

Mr. Smuq«ins. 2823 Twelfth Street NE. 

Senator WeLker. Have you ever done any sort of work or occupa- 
tion or profession that you would like to tell the committee about ? 

Mr. Stmxrvs. I refuse to answer that on the ground that it might 
incriminate me. 

Senator WeLKEr. You are not a professional man ? 

Mr. Simxrns. I refuse to answer. 

Senator Weiker. You are not a worker, a day laborer ? 
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Mr. Simkins. | refuse to answer. 

Senator Weiker. And at any time, any of the many policemen or 
men of the Washington Metropolitan Police Department that counse! 
interrogated about, ‘have you ever spoken to any of those men ? 

Mr. Siaxins. I refuse to answer. 

Senator Wreiker. Did you ever say “Hello” to them ? 

Mr. Sim«ins. I refuse to answer. 

Senator We_ker. You refuse to answer that upon the ground that 
it might tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Stw«ins. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. That is all, Mr. Simkins. 

Mr. Hayes. Mr. Senator, I think that the way the inquiry is made 
you say that we may make objections to it—— 

Senator WeLker. You may do that. 

Mr. Hayes. I want to object to the form of the inquiry, because th« 
law, as I understand it, does not simply mean whether or not that 
question may incriminate. The Supreme Court of the United States 
has said if that may be a question in a link of a chain of questions that 
it may tend to incriminate, that he may still refuse to answer and 
he may stand mute, says the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Senator Weiker. The Chair will rule on it then. I will be glad to 
submit it to the Supreme Court of the United States that saying 
“Hello,” to a policeman might tend to incriminate him. 

Mr. Hayes. There might be a chain of circumstances. 

Senator Werker. I will leave that to the court. You and I cannot 
decide that here. 

Mr. Hayes. I agree with you. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you married or single, Mr. Simkins? 

The Cuamman. So far as the Chair is concerned, the objection 
made by counsel to the question asked by Senator Welker is overruled. 

Mr. Hayes. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you married, sir? 

Mr. Stuxrns. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you have any brothers and sisters? 

Mr. Srm«rins. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do they live in Washington ? 

Mr. Stmxrns. No. 

Mr. Bauman. Where do they live? 

Mr. Srwxins. Newark, New York, Chicago, and North Carolina, 
Greensboro, and Columbia. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Simkins, going back to about 1933 in Atlantic 
City, what was your business at that time? 

Mr. Sim KINS. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you run what was then commonly known as a 
speakeasy ¢ 

Mr. Simxrins. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever been cenvicted of a crime, Mr. 
Sinmkins ? 

Mr. Hayes. If your Honor please, that question is unquestionably 
not an admissible question. There is a proper way of proving the 
record. 

The CuarrmMan. The Chair will not order the witness to answer that 
question. 
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Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions at this time. 
Senator We.ker. There is just one thing I want to make clear. 

May it be stipulated by and between counsel and this witness and 
this committee that the questions asked by the committee and its 
counsel and which questions have been refused, that is, the answer 
has been refused, upon the ground that it might tend to incriminate 
the witness—may it be stipul: ited and agreed by and between us all 
that by virtue of that answer the Chair did order the answering 
of the question by the witness and the witness still refused to abide 
by the order of the chairman ? 

Mr. Hayes. I should say “Yes.” I would want, however, that that 
should not leave out what I originally, or what I just suggested to 
the committee and, that is, that when you say refused to answer be- 
cause this question incriminates, we believe that the inquiry addresses 
itself, also, to the fact that the witness has the right to consider as 
to Whether or not it is a question which is a part of a chain of ques- 
tions Which might tend to incriminate. 

Senator WeLxker. The fact of the matter is | want the record clear, 
that he was ordered to answer and he refused to answer. 

Mr. Hayss. Yes: we have no objection to that. 

The Cuarmman. The understanding just discussed will be appli- 
cable to all questions which the witness failed or refused to answer 
except the question relative to conviction of crime. The objection to 
that question is sustained. To all other unanswered questions asked 
the witness, he is ordered to reply. 

Mr. Hayes. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHamman. Are there any other questions / 

Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions at this time. 

Senator Pasrorr. We had testimony from a Sarah Mears Hall, 
Dimples Mears, to the effect this morning there was a home in which 
she lived and which you maintained at 2026 Georgia Avenue NW.: 
there were seven adding machines, about six people working, there 
were in the neighborhood of $3,000 daily that was collected from 
gambling, and that this money was turned over to you. 

Is that statement correct or incorrect / 

Mr. Stwxrns. I refuse to answer on the ground that it may in- 
criminate me. 

The CHarrMan. The witness will stand aside. The next witness 
is Freddie Woods. 

Hold up your right hand. Do you solemnly swear that the testi 
mony vou are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Woops. I do. 


The CHarrmman. Proceed. 


TESTIMONY OF FREDERICK WOODS, WASHINGTON, D. C., ACCOM- 
PANIED BY CURTIS B. MITCHELL, COUNSEL 


Mr. Mircnens. If it please the committee, Mr. Chairman, I will 
assume by virtue of the fact that I was present in this hearing room 
on the occasion of the questioning of the last witness and the matters 
relative to his testimony as were gone over by the committee and 
the counsel representing the witness—I will assume, therefore, that 
the same privileges are applicable in this instance. 











182 CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


However, I feel that out of an abundance of caution, as a matter of 
fact based on an anticipation that there is a certain matter that shoul: 
be called to the attention of this committee. 

Heretofore there was some inquiry made in a cursory sort of fashion 
by Senator Welker, that is, with reference to statements obtained fron, 
some witness. I tell the committee here and now there was a state 
ment obtained from this witness. 

I think, however, Mr. Chairman, that the committee should, pe: 
haps, first know how that statement was obtained from this witness. 

Two marshals came to this witness’s house at 6 o’clock, informed 
him that he was to go with them forthwith pursuant to the directive 
of a subpena, and he was then at that time taken to the office of the 
counsel for the subcommittee, and it was at that time that he was told 
that he was to either make a statement or he was to be held in contempt 
or some other proceedings had against him. 

I wish at this time, for the benefit of the reeord—and I do this in « 
preliminary fashion because I believe perhaps it will save much time 
io state that in my opinion, and respectfully so, that that subpena wa- 
illegally issued, that this man was illegally brought to the office of 
the counsel for this committee. 

L personally do not believe that the committee knew about that type 
of proceeding. And I, therefore, suggest to you and urge upon you 
the consideration that that statement, obtained from this man, not be 
used in this hearing. 

Mr. Bauman. May I be heard on that ? 

The CramMan, Yes; proceed. 

Mr. Bauman. This man was served with a forthwith subpena. 

1 think he mit tell you without any hesitancy that he was in no 
way forced to come to our office. He was offered transportation, and 
he came, 

[ think he will tell you that he was spoken to with complete cour 
tesy and complete consideration at all times, because I am the person 
who spoke to him. 

I think he will tell you that after I did speak to him on the first 
occasion we did not complete his information. He walked out of the 
office that night, promising to return of his own volition the following 
night. He came back of his own volition the following night. 

He came back three times of his own volition thereafter before he 
voluntarily signed the statement. 

On each occasion he came to the office he said he would be back, and 
he kept his word and did come back. 

Mr. Woops. Can I explain that to you? 

Now, the first night that I was approached with a subpena I asked 
the gentlem: mn who served the subpena. He said, *Your name Fre 
erick Woods?’ 

I said, “Yes.’ 

He said, “We want to talk to you downtown.” 

I said, “About what?” 

“We just want to talk to you. You won’t be gone long.’ 

So I said, “Well, explain to me what the subpe na is for. Do I hav 
to go! 

He says, “Well,” he says, “it is best for you to go because if you 
don’t go, we will have to come back and get you again. 
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Pe Ol So I says, “Well,” I says, “I haven’t did anything, nothing that I 

oul have been connected with that I am afraid to face anyone.” I says, 
“T will go with you and have it over with.” 

hion I drove him down in my car to the office. 

fron I met this gentleman here—I cannot recall his name. 

tate Mr. Bauman. My name is Arnold Bauman. 

Mr. Woops. Mr. Bauman. Well, he said to me—he taken a chair 
pet and sat in front of me, and he says, “Now, before you start to talking,” 
ness. he says, “I am going to talk to you, be fore you mi ake a statement and 
med tell me any lies. You can perjure yourself,” he says, “or be held with 
tive contempt.” 

"the I says, “I have no lies to tell you.” — T says, “And whatever questions 
told you want to ask, go ahead and ask them,” I says, “and I will explain 
apt them and answer to you to the best of my ability and knowledge about 
the question you ask.” 

mM a So he went on then questioning me. 

whi Well, after questioning me about 2 hours, he said, “I want you in 
pas my office tomorrow night again at 8 o’clock.” 

@ 01 [ says, “Sure, Fw ill be here at 8 o'clock.” 

So I went down. 
typ So this mght I taken my friend with me. This was during the 
you Christmas holidays. 

) 


So I said to him—he is questioned me about an hour and a half— 
I says, “I wish you would excuse me, because my madam will be late 
for Christmas shopping. If you want to see me some other time, all 
night.” 
So he said, “Well, if you want to go, you can go.” 
H no They they called me again about a day or so later. So he made an 
an appointment to meet me the next day at 2 o’clock, which T had some 
business to attend to, and I was not there. 
our That was the last I saw of him until I entered that door yesterday. 
rson Mr. Mircuetst. Did you think that you were under subpena all of 
the while? 
frst Mr. Woops. I was under that impression, becaus® | asked the ques- 
the tion about the subpena, was I forced to go. 
yng He says, “It is best for you to go and have it over with, else we will 
have to come back and get you.” 
e he Senator WeLker. There is not any question about his being under 
the necessity of going, if it was a forthwith subpena, is there, Counsel ? 
ani Mr. Mircnetn. Yes; if it please Your Honor, or Senator. 
This is the position that I assume, and I may possibly be incorrect 
on it—I think it has come up once before, and if I am not mistaken, 
ked | think it was Senator Neely himself that raised some question in 
red connection with one of the hearings that was had as to whether or not 
when this committee is not in session, whether or not the name of this 
committee may be used to cause a person to believe that he is actually 
coming down before this committee for the purpose—— 
Senator Weixer. I think we took care of that matter before we 
recessed, did we not? It seems to me that we passed a resolution. 
ay Mr. Bauman. Yes. As a matter of fact, a resolution was passed 
authorizing one member of this committee to sit as a quorum. And 
you had this witness in any way indicated that he wanted his testimony 
to be taken before a member of this committee, a hearing could have 
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been called by getting one of the members of this committee in exactly 
5 minutes. 

Mr. Mircnect. I address myself specifically, if it please, to the body 
of the committee. 

The obvious purpose of issuing a subpena in such fashion—there 
was no committee—I do not suppose Mr. Bauman will suggest for | 
second that any member of this committee was at that time present for 
the purpose of interrogating this man pursuant to that regulation or 
that resolution. 

Now, the whole purpose and the calculated design for the issuance of 
the subpena under those circumstances, as Mr. Bauman did, was to 

cause a person to be put in fear, to feel that they were coming before 
this committee and that they were thereby compelled to come, and to 
testify under pain and penalty of the contempt or perjury proceedings. 

Now, most of these—— 

Senator We_ker. Your argument is very persuasive, yet the witness 
himself just stated that Mr. Bauman released him, told him to go on 
back. And he said, “Sure, I will be here at 8 tomorrow.” 

And at another time, the next day. And Mr. Bauman said to hin— 
this is your own witness, his testimony—“if you want to go, you 
can go.” 

Mr. Mircneti. Yes; but you recall, as a lawyer—you recall as a 
lawyer yourself that in the court any time a person by any authority 
or the statutes grant authority to issue subpenas that body likewise 
has the : authority to release that person to come back at a specific and 
designated time, just as we used to do in court—as you yourself have 
done in court, and had the court tell a person to reappear. He is still 
under the process and the force and compellance of that subpena. 

That is what this man labored under, that impression. 

Senator WELKER. Counsel, now | am unable to understand, if there 
was any question in your mind, why he did not give you a ring. 

I want to be fair with the attorney. 

Do you have the subpena here, and the return on it, that was issued 
to this defendant ? 

Mr. Bauman. I believe I do. 

Mr. Mircnen.. The witness suggests there were possibly two sub 
penas. Do you have another, Mr. Bauman? 

Mr. Bauman. The only other one I have is the one that required him 
to appear on January 15. 

Mr. Mrrcnexy. In all fairness, may I say to the committee that. as 
far as this witness testifying is concerned, I would like to ask, and at 
this time I move for a ruling on it, that the circumstances that pre 
vailed in connection with the t taking of the statement that Mr. Bauman 
has in his possession and which, incidentally, no copy was ever given 
to this witness, that that not be used; that he not use that for the pur 
pose of inquiry or interrogation, and allow the witness—he is pei 
fectly willing to testify—but I just call that to this committee's atten 
tion, because I think that certainly in the interest of fairness and what 
has certainly become a cardinal principle in this country—in fair 
ness to a person, that it is unfair under those circumstances to take a 
statement from a person who under the atmosphere of compellance 
gives that statement to you. 

I do no think it is a voluntary statement when you get to that point. 
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I just make that respectfully. I make that move to this body and 
ask that it rule on that question. 

The CuarrMAN. We will cross that bridge when we come to it. 

Mr. Mrrenen. All right, gentlemen. 

Senator Weiker. May I ask, Counsel, is your client willing to 
testify ¢ 

Mr. Mrrcueu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. If this other statement is not used ¢ 

Mr. Mrreweui. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Woods, what is your business or occupation 

Mr. Woops. I am the owner of a delicatessen store, 183714 Seventh 
Street NW. \ 

Mr. Bauman. And what was your business or occupation before 
that ¢ 

Mr. Woops. | owned the Off-beat Club before that. 

Mr. Bauman. What kind of an establishment was that ¢ 

Mr. Woops. That was a nonprofit organization, a musical club; a 
licensed place, bar and grille, restaurant. 

Mr. Bauman. In about 1948 or 1947 did you decide that you wanted 
to go into the numbers business / 

Mr. Woops. Around 1947, I think—147. 

Mr. Bauman. And would you have any idea about what month 
that was? 

Mr. Woops. No. That has been quite a while. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you have a conversation with anybody at the 
time about that ? 

Mr. Woops. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Bauman. And with whom did you have a conversation / 

Mr. Woops. Emmitt Warring. 

Mr. Bauman. Emmitt Warring? 

Mr. Woops. Emmitt Warring. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you see him at that time ¢ 

Mr. Woops. Twenty-fifth and Pennsylvania Avenue. 

Mr. Bauman. In the District of Columbia / 

Mr. Woops. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you tell the committee what your conversation 
with Emmitt Warring was? 

Mr. Woovs. Well, it was pertaining to the numbers. I wanted a 
number book and I consulted Emmitt about it. And it was explained 
to me that I take the book and my percentage would be 25 percent— 
25 cents on a dollar. 

So he explained to me exactly what to do after I had finished writing 
the numbers, time for them to be delivered. ‘That was to some fellow 
that picked them up, some white fellow. I do not know who he is— 
don’t remember his name—and he was to come to my house and get 
the numbers. I used to meet him in front of my door. 

Mr. Bauman. I believe you said, Mr. Woods, that your share was 
to be 25 percent of what you wrote ! 

Mr. Woops. Of what I wrote; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Emmitt Warring tell you that ? 

Mr. Woovs. Emmitt Warring told me that; yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he tell you whether under certain circumstances 
you would get more than 25 percent ¢ 
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Mr. Woops. Well, that is the volume of the play—if it run around 
$100, you get 30 cents. 

Mr. Bauman. You then started to write numbers; is that right / 

Mr. Woops. I did; yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you operate from when you were writing 
numbers ¢ 

Mr. Woops. I had a walking handbook. 

Mr. Bauman. A walking handbook? 

Mr. Woops. Handbook, yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you explain to the members of the corhmitter 
what a walking handbook is? 

Mr. Woops. You approach people you know personally and ask 
for the numbers. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you have any discussion with Mr. Warring about 
police protection ? 

Mr. Woops. No. 

Mr. Bauman. Did that subject ever come up? 

Mr. Woops. No. I never saw him after that, because the boy picke«| 
up the numbers. I never saw Emmitt. 

Mr. Bauman. You continued to write these numbers and turn then) 
over toa pick-up man for about 3 months; is that right ? 

Mr. Woops. Lasuud about 4 months. 

Mr. Bauman. Four months? 

Mr. Woops. Round about 4 months. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever see Warring at any time during that 4 
months? 

Mr. Woops. I don’t know. I can’t recall. 

Mr. Bauman. Were you ever arrested for writing numbers during 
that period, Mr. Woods? 

Mr. Woops. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. About when did you decide that you wanted to stop 
writing numbers? 

Mr. Woops. Well, I gave them up after 

Mr. Bauman. Will you tell the committee why you gave them up’ 

Mr. Woops. After a friend of mine got raided for the numbers, | 
gave them up. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you have any other reason for giving them up? 

Mr. Woops. Because he was working for Emmitt Warring. 

Mr. Bauman. What do you mean by that, sir? 

Mr. Woops. Well, I don’t know. He was dissatisfied, and he ex 
plained to me that he had to give them up, that he had give them up 

Mr. Bauman. Do I understand, Mr. Woods, you are saying because 
a friend of yours who also worked for Emmitt Warring was arrested, 
that you decided that you were going to give up writing numbers? 

Mr. Woops. I said I would give them up because he claimed, ac- 
cording to the rumors, that Emmitt Warring put the police on him, 
and I said that I didn’t want to be connected with that organization. 
So I just give it up altogether, not bothered with numbers any more. 

Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions. 
The Cratrman. Senator Pastore? 
Senator Pastore. No. 
The Cuarrman. Senator Hunt? 
Senator Hunt. No. 
The Cratrman. Senator Welker? 
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Senator Weiker. | want to say to you and your counsel that we 
certainly appreciate your fairness. The objection made by your coun- 
sel was Well taken, we appreciate that. And your own spirit of co- 
operation is something we have not had very often here today. 

Thank you very much. 

The Cuarrman. Please stand aside. 

The committee will now adjourn until tomorrow morning at 10 
o'clock. The witnesses should be present at that time. 

(Whereupon, at 3:50 p. m., the subcommittee recessed to reconvene 
at 10a. m., Thursday, January 17, 1952.) 
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INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


THURSDAY, JANUARY 17, 1952 


Unirep Strares SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE 
ON THE District or COLUMBIA, 
INVESTIGATING CrIME AND Law ENForCcEMENT, 
Washington, dD. cf. 

The subcommittee reconvened, at 11:15 a. m. (pursuant to S. Res. 
136, agreed to September 15, 1951, first session, Eighty-second Con- 
gress), in room 457, Senate Office Building, Senator Matthew M. 
Neely (chairman), presiding. 

Present : Senators Neely, Pastore, and Welker. 

Also present: Arnold Bauman, chief counsel to the subcommittee ; 
Harold Solomon, associate counsel; Gerhard Van Arkel, chief counsel 
tothe full committee: and William P. Gulledge, assistant counsel. 

The Cuarrmman. The committee will be in order. Call the first 
witness. 

Mr. Bauman. Sam Beard. 

Mr. Hueues. I represent Sam Beard. 

The CHarrman. Please state your name. 


STATEMENT OF DENNY HUGHES, ATTORNEY, REPRESENTING 
SAM BEARD 


Mr. Huenes. Denny Hughes, sir. I saw Sam Beard last night. I 
have talked to his doctor, Dr. Wardrop, and at the suggestion of Mr. 
Bauman, I asked Dr. Wardrop for a certificate. I have that certifi- 
cate and also one from Dr. Glenn, who is a heart specialist who made 
an eXamination and a cardiograph of Mr. Beard, and I would like to 
present those to the committee at this time. I might say that Dr. 
Glenn has recommended hospitalization for further treatment, ob- 
servation, and tests, and Dr. Wardrop shows his blood pressure to 
be 210. 

The Cuarrman. What is his age ? 

Mr. Hucues. I can’t tell you that, sir. I don’t know his age. 

The CHatrmMan. Age is an important factor in evaluating high blood 
pressure, 

Mr. Huenes. Well, his diagnosis is hypertension and early cardiac 
failure. I think the certificates speak for themselves. I might pre- 
sent them to the committee. 

The CHAmRMAN. They will be filed. 

(The documents above referred to were marked “Exhibits Nos. 11 
and 12,” and appear in the appendix on pp. 397 and 398.) 


94273——52—pt. 1——13 
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Mr. Bauman. May I suggest to the subcommittee that the illness of 
Mr. Beard be verified; that an investigator of the subcommittee b 
permitted to make a check as to the facts pertaining to the alleged 
illness of Mr. Beard, and that if necessary, whatever other action | 
taken in order to check on the actual existence of his physical dis 
ability. 

I am sure that counsel is aware and Mr. Beard is aware that th 
expiration date of this committee is January 31, and I think that Mi 
Beard is a witness of such importance that every effort should be made 
to insure his appearance before this subcommittee. 

Mr. Huenes. I might say Mr. Beard is perfectly willing to appear. 
I have talked to Mr. Beard. He took sick last Saturd: ay. He ha 
been bedridden since that time, and he is not trying to avoid hi 
appearance be fore this committee. 

The CHairman. Mr. Hughes, would your client be willing to submit 
to an examination by a reputable physician chosen by the committe 
or its staff? 

Mr. Hucues. That was even suggested yesterday to Mr. Bauma: 
by me, sir. We have no objection at all : and I will say as a member of 
the bar that I know, after having visited and talked with Mr. Beard 
over this period of time since last Saturday, that he is a sick man 

The Cuamman. Without objection, the staff will make or hav 
made such investigation as it considers proper to determine whethe: 
Mr. Beard is too ill to appear and testify. 

Mr. Hueues. Thank you, sir. 

The CrarrmMan. Call the next witness. 

Mr. Bauman. Abe Plisco. 





STATEMENT OF CHARLES E. FORD, ATTORNEY, REPRESENTING 
ABE PLISCO 





Mr. Forp. Mr. Chairman and Senators, my name is Charles EF. 
Ford. I appear here as the attorney for the witness who is just called 
He was served with a summons which requires attendance here today 
At the time of the service of the summons, he was a patient and | 
today in the Episcopal Eye, Ear, and Throat Hospital in this city 
I have in my possession, and I this morning tendered it to Mr. Bau 
man, the following letter addressed to this committee from Dr. Bei 
jamin Rones and Charles W. Sprunt of 1200 Eighteenth Street NW.. 
which reads as follows: 


JANUARY 14, 1952 


THE COMMITTEE OF THE DIstrricr OF COLUMBIA 

INVESTIGATING CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT, 

Washington, D. C. 

GENTLEMEN: Mr. Abe Plisco had a cataract operation performed by me on b 
right eve on Tuesday, January 8, 1952, and is at present a patient in the Episcop: 
Eye, Ear, and Throat Hospital. 

It is my request that he be excused from appearing before you on January 17 
1952, at 9 a. m., in answer to your summons. It would definitely jeopardize t! 
success of his operation. 

Very truly yours, 
BENJAMIN RONES 


At the same time I would like to advise the committee that T v 
keep in daily touch with the doctor in attendance on this patient, that 
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[ will advise them when any bandages are taken from his eyes. I will 
also advise you when he leaves the hospit: al. 

We are also ready to cooperate with any suggestions the committee 
has of their own determination to investigate the validity and the 
legitimacy of these representations I have just made to you. 

Mr. Bauman. I asked Mr. Ford when he spoke to me about this 
matter this morning whether he could make any estimate of the 
time that Mr. P lisco would be a patient in the hospits al. He said he 
could not at this time. I shall avail myself of Mr. Ford’s suggestion 
to have the committee staff investigate to see when he will be able to 
appear before the committee. 

Mr. Forp. M: ay I file that letter of the doctor here 

The Cuaimrman. It will be filed and made a part al the record. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 
13° for identification and will be found in the files of the subeommit- 
tee.) 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Chairman, at this time may all witnesses other 
than Emmitt Warring be excused until tomorrow morning at 10 
o'clock ¢ 

The CHairMANn. Without objection all witnesses except Mr. War- 
ring will be excused until tomorrow morning at 10 o’clock. There 
will be no session of this committee this afternoon. 

Please call your next witness. 

Mr. Bauman. Emmitt Warring. 

The CuHarrMan. Mr. Warring, do you solennly swear that the tes- 
timony you are about to give shi lll be the truth, the whole truth and 
nothing but the truth, so hel ‘Ip you God ¢ 

Mr. Warrina. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Foro. Mr. Chairman, may I put into the record that I repre 
sent this witness ¢ 

The CHarrMan. Certainly. 


TESTIMONY OF EMMITT WARRING, WASHINGTON, D. C., ACCOM- 
PANIED BY CHARLES E. FORD, COUNSEL 


Mr. Bauman. Where do you live, Mr. Warring / 

Mr. Warrine. 3900 Macomb Street NW. 

Mr. Bauman. Washington, D. ¢ 

Mr. Warrine. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. How long have you lived there, Mr. Warring ¢ 

Mr. Warrina. I have lived there since about 1935. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you own that property / 

Mr. Warrtne. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And do you remember what you paid for it in 19352 

Mr. Warrtne. No, sir, I do not. 

Mr. Bauman. Would it refresh your recollection if I said that you 
paid $18,681 in 1935 4 

Mr. Warring. Sir, I would like to decline to answer that question 
on the grounds I may tend to incriminate myself because I do have an 
income-tax case in court, in the Tax Court. 

Mr. Bauman. Do I understand that you feel that the purchase of a 
louse in 1935 would bear in any Way on any criminal matter? 

Mr. Warring. Yes, sir; with my tax it would in this w: iy. I think 

ould because of my net worth. 
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Mr. Bauman. Is that matter now pending? 
Mr. WakRING. 
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Yes, sir, in the United States Tax Court. 


Senator Werxer. Counsel, may I[ ask a preliminary question? 


Mr. W arring, in any operation that you might be engaged in, do 


you operate as an individual, as a corporation, or as a partnership ! 


Mr. Warrine. Sir, I decline to answer that question on the grounds 
I am in fear I may tend to incriminate myself. 


Senator 


Wevxer. Well, if you operated as a corporation there 


would be a record of that corporation, Mr. Witness. I don’t want to, 
by that question, try to incriminate you. I think counsel might help 


me out on that. 


[ want to know, are you an individual or do you have a corporation / 
Mr. Forp. I think the two elements in the question he has in mind- 
the third one, to wit a corporation, he would not object to. He ha 


never operated a 


sacorporation. It was just the other parts of it 


Senator Weiker. Thank you very much. 


Mr. BauMaAn 


Do I understand that the nature of the matter pend 


ing against you is in any w ay a criminal proceeding ? 


Mr. Warrina. 


Sir. 1 don’t know. I know that the case is in the Tax 


Court, the United States Tax Court. 


Mr. Bauman. 
Mr. WARRING. 


r ave you been indicted for any income tax evasion / 
I decline to answer that question, sir, on the grounds 


[am in fear I may tend to incriminate myself. 


Mr. Forp. 


Of my iseateilins this matter is also under investigation by t] 
United States 


‘I make a statement to the committee. 


Attorney Flynn, in Baltimore. It has been publis hed 


in the paper and it is still pending there for whatever disposition 
the governmental authorities decide to take on the matter. 


Mr. Bauman. 


Mr. Warring, have you to this date been indicted 


for income-tax evasion 7 


Mr. WARRING. 
Mr. BAUMAN. 
Mr. WarrinG. 
Mr. BauMAN. 
tax evasion / 


Mr. WarRING. 


You say until this date? 

Yes, sir. 

Back until when, sir? 

I say as of today have you been indicted for income 


I decline to answer that quest ion, sir, on the crounds 


1 am in fear I may tend to incriminate myself. 


Mr. Bauman. 


Now do you own any property at 3935 Massachi 


setts Avenue NW. ? 


Mr. WarRRING. 


I decline to answer that question, sir, on the grounds 


1 am in fear I may tend to incriminate myself. 


Mr. Forp. 


By the w: iy, may I make this suggestion. Rather tha 


take up this committee’s valu: ible time, m: Ly it be understood when |i 
makes the refusal, the reasons, and then he won’t have to take t! 
time up explaining the reasons all the time, or whichever way thi 
committee thin ks desir: able for the committee to do. 

Senator WeLker. May it further be stipulated, counsel, that wher 
he does refuse to testify, it may be deemed that the Chair orders hi 
to testify and that he refuses ‘the order of the chairman of the a 


committee 2 


Mr. Forp. 
Mr. BauMAN. 


Tes. sir: we do that with that definite understanding. 


Is the property at 3955 Massachusetts Avenue NW. 


in the name of Esther Cady? 


Mr. WARRING. 


I decline to answer that question, sir. 
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Mr. Bauman. Who is Esther Cady? 

Mr. Warrinec. That is my 4 sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you pay $25,500 for that property ¢ 

Mr. Warrinc. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you pay it in cash? 

Mr. Warring. I decline to answer that question, sir 

Mr. Bauman. I believe you have stated many times that you own 
property at Colonial Beae ‘hin Virginia; is that correct 4 

Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer that question, sir 

Mr. Bauman. Do you own four lots on Glascott Shore between Lee 
Street and the wer front / 

Mr. Warring. I decline to answer that question, sir 

Mr. Bauman. Did you buy that property in 1936 for $1,600? 

Mr. WARRING. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you pay cash for it? 

Mr. Warrinc. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. There is a frame house on that property at Colonial 
Beach, is there not ? 

Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you build the house in 1936 for $3,450, and did 
you pay for it in cash? 

Mr. Warring. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you own any property at 2319 L Street NW ? 

Mr. W ARRING. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

ae 3AUMAN. Do you know the assessed valuation of the property 

319 L Street NW., Washington, D. C. ? 

Nr Warrin. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever bought for yourself or for anyone else 
any property near Gunsten Manor at Pohick Church, Fairfax County, 
Va.! 

Mr. Warrtnea. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you buy 85.85 acres in 1939 for $34,500? 

Mr. Warrtne. I dec line to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. In 1937 did you buy some acreage in Fairfax County 
near Pimmitt Run ¢ 

Mr. Warrine. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you pay $15,000 for it, and did it consist of 10 
acres ¢ 

Mr. War RING. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. In 1947 did you buy 29 acres on Columbia Pike and 
Sleepy Hollow Road? 

Mr. Warrine. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. At the present time do you own any property on 
Columbia Pike and Sleepy Hollow Road, Fairfax County, Va.? 

Mr. Warrtne. I decline to answer that question, — 

Mr. BauMAN. Have you ever been in premises 2510 K Street NW.? 

Mr. Warrtne. I decline to answer that question, s 

Mr. Bauman. You understand, Mr. Warring, I ual asked if 
you have ever been in those premises. 

Mr. Warrine. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. = ave you ever been in those premises ? 

Mr. War r1ING. I decline to ans wer that question, sir, 

Mr. BAUMAN. . that your sister’s house ? 

Mr. Warrtna. I decline to answer that question, sir. 
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Mr. Bauman. Did you contribute any money toward the purchase 


of that house? 
Mr. Warrtne. I decline to answer that question, sir. 


Mr. Bauman. Did you have any financial interest in the property 
which Esther Cady sold in the Lee district of Fairfax to William (. 


and Janet R. Strange consisting of 6.7 acres for $17,000? 
Mr. Warrtne. I decline to answer that question, sir. 


Mr. Bauman. Does your brother-in-law, William Cady, own any 


property, to your knowledge? 

Mr. Warrina. I don’t know of any, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Does Mr. Cady own 15 acres in the Lee district west 
of Shirley Highway in Virginia ? 

Mr. Warrine. I don’t know. sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you give your brother-in-law any money or con- 
tribute in any way toward his purchase of that property ? 2 

Mr. Warrtnc. I decline to answer _ question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever been in 4518 Brewer Place NW.? 

Mr. Warrtine. Sir? 


Mr. Bauman. Have you ever been is premises 4518 Brewer 


Place NW.? 

Mr. Warrtna. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that property owned by your brother who is known 
as Rags Warring? 

Mr. Warrrne. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you contribute in cash toward the purchase of 
that house ? 

Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Senator WeLker. May I interrupt you, Counsel. 

Your declination to answer that question, are you claiming the per- 
sonal privilege of self-incrimination as against you or as against your 
sister ¢ 

Mr. Warrine. Against myself, sir. 

Senator Weixer. It in no way involves the record owner of a 
property that might be in your sister’s name. It in no way involves 
the protection that might go to reported property in your sister’s 
name? 

Mr. Warrtna. I decline to answer that question, sir, on the grounds 
[ am in fear I may tend to incriminate myself. Just because the prop- 
erty is in her name, I still—— 

Senator Weixer. You are not afraid it may tend to incriminate 
your sister? 

Mr. Warrinc. No, sir. Me, sir, because of my income-tax case. 

Senator Werxer. I understand that. 

Mr. Warrine. That’s all, just my income-tax case, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Warring, your mother, Mrs, Julia Warring, 
lived at 2528 L Street NW.,, is that correct ? 

Mr. Warrina. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. — she own that house ? 

Mr. Warrrnc. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. May the record indicate that at that time counsel and 
his client consulted. 

Mr. Forp. Sure. 

Mr. Bauman. The value of those premises is $21,223? 

Mr. Warrtne. The property on L Street, sir? 
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Mr. Bauman. The property at 2528 L Street NW. 

Mr. Forp. May it show that we did consult and that he is now ready 
to answer after the consultation. 

Mr. Warrinea. Sir, I know nothing about the property at 2528 
L Street, what it cost or the upkeep or nothing about it. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you contribute any part of the price of that 
house ? 

Mr. Warrrna. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you give your mother any cash toward the pur- 
chase of that house? 

Mr. Warrine. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you have any interest in the Warring brewery 
barrel business at 3256 K Street NW. 

Mr. Warrinc. No, sir: I do not. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you in any way contribute in cash toward the 
purchase of that property d 

Mr. Warrrnea. No, sir: I did not. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you hold any trust mortgages on parcels of land 
located in Fairfax County, Arlington, Va.? 

Mr. Warrine. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you hold $22,000 in second trust notes on three 
parcels of land there ? 

Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you hold any trust mortgages on any parcels of 
land located anywhere else in the United States? 

Mr. Warrinea. I decline to answer the question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. How many cars do you own, Mr. Warring? 

Mr. Warrine. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. How many cars did you own in 193 sr? 

Mr. Warrtna. I decline to answer that question, s 

Mr. Bauman. Would it be a fair statement to an that in 1937 
there were 227 automobiles and trucks registered in the names of peo- 
ple you know and who were associated with you ? 

Mr. Warrine. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever contributed in cash toward the pur- 
chase of a vehicle registe ‘red in the name of John William Sweeney ? 

Mr. Warrinc. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. BAUMAN. Se you know Mr. John William Sweeney ? 

Mr. Warrine. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever seen Mr. John W ae am Sweeney ? 

Mr. Warrinc. I decline to answer that question, 

Mr. BAUMAN. : ive you ever spoken to him at an y time? 

Mr. Warrrna. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bacwran. Do you know whether there is a John William Swee- 
ney ? 7 

Mr. Warrtne. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Warring, you have been observed frequently 

vinga 1951 Mercury. Isthat your car‘ 

Mv. Warrrna. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. It is registered in the name of William Cady, is 1 


t/ 


Mr. Warring. I decline to answer that question, si 
Mr. Bauman. Have you ever been in that car’ 
Mir. Warrine. I decline to answer that question, sir. 
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Mr. Bauman. Are you aware that there is a 1951 Mercury re 
tered in the name of William Cady? 

Mr. Warrinc. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You decline to say whether you are aware that there 
is such a car? 

Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Does this car have a two-way radio ? 

Mr. Warring. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Or a short-wave radio? 

Mr. Warrinec. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know a former major of the Police Depart- 
ment, Robert J. Barrett? 

Mr. Forp. The witness shows an inclination to consult with me, 
May he doit? May the witness be permitted to answer ? 

Mr. Bauman. Is your answer “Yes”? 

Mr. Warrinc. Yes, sir; I do know of Major Barrett. 

Mr. Bauman. I didn’t ask if you knew of Major Barrett. I asked 
if you knew Major Barrett. 

Mr. Warrtna. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know him personally? 

Mr. Warrtna. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever spoken to Major Barrett? 

Mr. Warrine. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever given Major Barrett a gift of over 
$500 in value? 

Mr. Warrtina. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever given Major Barrett any gift ? 

Mr. Warrrne. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Senator Pastore. On what grounds? 

Mr. Warrinc. On the grounds I am in fear I may tend to incrim- 
mate me. The first part of the question may lead up to other ques- 
tions, sir. 

Senator Pastore. You answered my.question. 

Mr. Warrine. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Because of fear of incriminating yourself, not 
because you are afraid of incriminating Major B: wrett 2 

Mr. Warrine. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever at any time in any place spoken to 
Major Barrett? 

Mr. Warrrne. T decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. BaumMan. “J ave you ever seen Major Barrett at Colonial Beach ? 

Mr. Warrtnc. T decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever seen him on the beach at Colonia 
Beach ? 

Mr. Warrrine. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have vou ever seen him swimming at one end of the 
beach while you were swimming at the other end of the beach? 

Mr. Warrrne. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Has he ever been in your home on Macomb Place? 

Mr. Warrine. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever been to Major B: irrett’s home? 

Mr. Warren. I decline an answer that question, sir. 


Mr. Bauman. Do you remember the time when Major Barrett’s 
mother died ? 
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Mr. Warring. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you send a floral offering at the time Major 
sarrett’s mother died ¢ 

Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer the question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did that floral offering have a card on it which said 
“Emmitt Warring”? 

Mr. Warrine. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. How big an offering was it ? 

Mr. Warrinc. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever sent Major Barrett’s daughter a 
wedding present / 

Mr. WARRING. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do I understand that you are declining to answer 
whether you sent a gift to Joan Bartlett ? 

Mr. Warrrnc. Yes, sir; I decline to answer the question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. On the same ground that you previously gave to 
Senator Pastore when he asked you? 

Mr. Warrinc. Yes, sir; on the grounds I am in fear I may tend to 
incriminate myself. 

Mr. Bauman. What precinct do you live in? 

Mr. Warrina. I live at 3900 Macomb Street, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know what precinct that is in? 

Mr. Warrina. That is in No. 8. 

Mr. Bauman. No. 8? 

Mr. Warrina. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What precinct were you born in? 

Mr. Warrinc. I was born in No. 7, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you conduct any business of any kind in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia ? 

Mr. Warrine. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever had any conversation with Capt. 
Archie Winfree when he was commanding officer from 1947 to August 
of 1948? 

Mr. Warrine. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know Captain, now Inspector, Beverly 
Beach ? 

Mr. Forp. May I consult with him? 

Mr. Bauman. Counsel wants to consult with his client, sir. 

The CHamman. Very well. 

Mr. Forp. The witness is ready to answer, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever seen Captain Beach or Inspector 
Beach on the street ? 

Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever said “Good Morning, Captain Beach”? 

Mr. Warrine. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever spoken to any of those officers over 
the telephone ? 

Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever seen any one of those officers in their 
offices at the station house ? 

Mr. Warrtna. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Has any one of those police officers ever spoken to 


you’ 
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Warrine. I decline to answer that question, sir. 
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Bauman. Do you know Captain Wallrodt ? 


Wanrrina. I decline to answer that question, sir. 
Are you aware that there is a Captain Wallrodt 0 
the Police Department, now an inspector ? 
1 am aware of that, sir. 
3AUMAN, +e ave you ever seen Inspector Wallrodt? 

I decline to answer that question, sir. 
Have you ever seen him a block and a half away ? 
I decline to answer that question, sir. 
Bauman. Have you ever seen him within the city of Was 


BaUMAN. 
- WarRING. 


WARRING. 
BAUMAN. 
. WARRING. 


Senator Pasrore. 
WARRING. 
nate myself, sir. 

Senator PasTore. 


Senator Pastore. 
WARRING. 
nate myself. 


BAUMAN. 


WARRING. 
. BAUMAN. 
WARRING. 
BAUMAN. 
WARRING. 


WARRING. 
BauMAN. 


WARRING. 
BAUMAN. 
WARRING. 
BAUMAN. 


WARRING. 
BAUMAN. 


. WARRING. 
BAUMAN. 
WARRING. 
BAUMAN. 
WARRING. 
. BAUMAN. 
WARRING. 


I decline to answer that question, sir. 
Senator Pastore. Major Barrett has testified that you are reput 
to be a big-time gambler in the District of Columbia. 
Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer that question, sir. 
On what grounds? 
On the grounds I am in fear I may tend to incrim 


Now, with respect to these police officers whose names 
I have read, or any police officer in the District of Columbia, have you 
ever made a present of more than $100 in value? 
I decline to answer that question, sir. 


What is your chief 
Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer that question, sir. 
On what grounds / 

On the grounds I am in fea 


source of income? 


Of more than $500 in value? 


I decline to answer that question, sir. 
Do you know Capt. C. 
I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Bauman. Have you been on speaking terms with the command 
ing officers of the second precinct at any time ? 
Warrine. I decline to answer that question, sir. 
. BAUMAN. 


Captain Strange? 


I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Do you know that there is a Captain Strange? 
Warrinc. Yes; I do know there is a Captain Strange. 

. BAUMAN. 


a. Sullivan ? 


Have you ever spoken to him? 


I decline to answer that question, sir. 
Capt. 
I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Have you ever seen Inspector Bullock ? 

I decline toanswer that question, sir. 

Has Inspector Bullock ever visited you at your home! 
I decline to answer that question, sir. 


A. B. Clark? 


Do you know Nunzio Bonaccorsy ? 


Yes; I do know him. 
Have you ever spoken to Nunzio Bonaccorsy ? 


Yes, sir. 


When was the last time you saw Nunzio Bonaccorsy’ 


I don’t know, sir. 
Bauman. How long ago would it be? 


Is that true / 


r I may tend to incrimi 
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r. Warrina. I decline to answer that question, sir 
+, Bauman. Did you speak to him on the last occasion you saw 
simnt 

Mr. Warrrna. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever made any gift of any kind to Detective 
Sergeant Nunzio Bonaccorsy ¢ 

Mr. Warring. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know James Roche? 

Mr. Warring. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. When did you last see James Roche? 

Mr. Warring. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever had a conversation of any kind with 
Mr. Roche? 

Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. BaumAN. Have you ever given a gift of any kind to Mr. Roche? 

Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. BauMaAN. Do you personally know Detective William McEwen ? 

Mr. Warnrine. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You now refuse to say whether you knew Mr. 
McEwen? 

Mr. Warrine. I decline to answer the question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. a you ever seen Lieutenant Jac pen Wolf? 

Mr. Warntne. I decline to answer that question, 

Mr. BauMAN. Has he ever been to your home ? 

Mr. Warrinc. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, Mr. Warring, it has come to the attention of 
the staff of this committee that on one occasion you had a certain 
clairvoyance about certain transfers which were not made for about 
2 weeks after you predicted their coming about. 

Mr. Warrinc. What’s that? I didn’t understand the question. 

Mr. Bauman. I say that a few years ago you had a conversation 
with a police officer in which you predicted that in about 2 weeks three 
different captains were going to be transferred. Do you remember 
such a conversation ¢ 

Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer the question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you interested in the affairs of the police depart- 
ment 4 

Mr. Warrine@. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Will the Chair bear with me for a moment? 

Early in November of 1947, Mr. Warring, do you remember being at 
sarton’s Restaurant at Wisconsin Avenue in Georgetown ? 

Mr. Warrinc. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever been in that restaurant ? 

Mr. Warring. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Is it your habit and custom to talk to police officers ? 

Mr. Warrtna. I decline to answer that question, sit 

Mr. Bauman. In 1947 you had a very large di: aed ring, didn’t 
you? 

Mr. Warrtnc. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember a police officer commenting on the 
size of the stone 2 that diamond ring in that restaurant ? 

Mr. Warrine. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you tell any police officer in those premises that 
you had heard that Ben Kuehling was in some sort of difficulty and 
that he was going to be transferred to No. 24 
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Mr. Warrine. Sir, I don’t think I even knew Ben Kuehling. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever tell anybody that he was going to be 
transferred ? 

Mr. Warrtne. I decline to answer the question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever say that Smiley Strange was going to 
No. 2? 

Mr. Warrrne. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You have heard of a Captain Strange, have you not? 

Mr. Warring. Sir? 

Mr. Bauman. You have heard of a C aptain Strange? 

Mr. Warrine. I have heard of him, yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you at that same time say that Captain Storm of 
the twelfth precinct was going to No. 10? 

Mr. Warrrne. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

The Cuatrman. This hearing will now adjourn until tomorrow 
morning at 10 o’clock. 

All witnesses who are under subpena will appear at that time. 

(Whereupon, at 11:55 a. m., the subcommittee recessed, to recon 


The s 
vene at 10 a. m., Friday, January 18, 1952.) 
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INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


FRIDAY, JANUARY 18, 1952 


Untrep STAres SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE 
ON THE District or COLUMBIA, 
INVESTIGATING Crime AND Law ENFrorceMENT, 
Washington, D.¢ 
The subcommittee reconvened, at 10 a. m. {pursuant to S. Res., 136, 
agreed to Sept. 13, 1951, Ist sess., 82d Cong.), in room 457, Senate 
Office Building, Senator Matthew M. Neely (chairman), presiding. 
Present: Senators Neely, Hunt, W elker, and ry 
\lso present: Arnold Bauman, chief counsel to the subcommittee; 
Harold Solomon, associate counsel: and William P. Gulledge, assist- 
ant counsel to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
The CuHarrMan. The committee will bein order. Call your first wit- 
ness, Mr. Bauman. 


Mr. Bauman. Emmitt Warring. Shall I proceed, Mr. Chairman? 
The CuarrMan. Proceed. 


FURTHER TESTIMONY OF EMMITT WARRING, ACCOMPANIED BY 
CHARLES E. FORD, COUNSEL 


Mr. Bauman. Mr. Warring, on what day were you the victim of a 
robbery ¢ 

Mr. Warrine. I don’t know, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. In what year were you the victim of a robbery? 

Mr. Warring. 1949. 

Mr. Bauman. On the night you were robbed, did you eall Major 
Barrett about that ? 

Mr. Warring. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr, Bauman. Did you call his home? 

Mr. Warrinc. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he call you at your home? 

Mr. Warrtnc. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. He did not call you at your home? 

Mr. Warrine. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he come to your home that evening? 

Mr. Warrinc. Not as I know of, sir. 

Mr, Bauman. Did he come to your home that evening / 

Mr. Warring. No, sir. 

Mr, Bauman. Did he at any time come to your home on the evening 
vou were robbed or while your brother-in-law, by the name of Cady, 
Was still in the premises ¢ 
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with you? 
Mr. Warrinea. No, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. Now are you a personal friend of Inspector Wallrodt’ 
Mr. Warrine. I refuse to answer that question, sir, 

I may tend to incriminate myself. 
Mr. Bauman. On July 2, 1948 did you meet a man by the name 
Samuel W. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 
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ready 
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W ARRING. 
BAauMAN. 


Ford? 
WARRING. 
BAUMAN. 
WARRING. 


WARRING. 


BauMAN. 
WARRING. 


BauMan. D 


WARRING. 
called Mr. 


Bauman. Did Mr. 


Warrine. I 


BAUMAN. 


BAUMAN. 


your attorney ? 


W ARRING. 


No, 
Did he come at any time that night to discuss the c 
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sir. 


When was that, sir? 
July 2, 1948. 
Samuel W. 
Mr. Bauman. Who was at that time an employee of the Departm: 
of Internal Revenue. 
Warrinc. Y 
Bauman. No, I did not say at night, 
if you met him on es particular day. 
but I have met Mr. S 


Ford? 
ou say at night, was it? 
Mr. 


I don’t know, sir, 


the Internal Revenue, an agent. 


And was that at your home at 3900 Macomb Street / 
He did come to my home one morning. 
what the date was, sir. 


Bauman. Would it refresh your recollection if I 


they would want to look at my records. 


id they tell you that Mr. 


Well, on the notice was to call Mr. 
Ford and he told me he wanted to go to the bank. 
Ford tell you he wanted to go to the ba: 
before he came to your house on that particular morning? 


don’t know, I am not sure, sir. 


am notsure. I don’t know, sir. 


es, sir. 


I decline to answer that question, sir. 


Warring. 


Ford, 





, on the ground 


I ask 


Sam Ford o 


T don’t know 


said that 


did yor 


and I al 


7 


was on or about July 2, 1948? 

Mr. Warrrne. Yes sir, I think it was around June or July some 
wheres. 

Mr. Bauman. Now when Mr. Ford came to your home, 
know about it? Did you know he was coming or was it a surprise 
visit ¢ 

Mr. Warrinc. Yes, I had a notice from the Internal Revenue that 


Ford was coming on that 


nh 


Mr. Bauman. You don’t remember whether he told you he wanted 
to go to the bank for the first time at the time he appeared at you 
house, is that correct ? 
. Warrine. I 

Mr. 
called on you ¢ 
. Warrinc. Y 

Bauman. Will you tell us what conversation you had with M: 
at that time? 
Warrinea. Si 


And was it about 9 o’clock in the morning when |v 


r, I decline to answer that question on the ground 
I am in fear I may tend to incriminate myself because of my inco1 
tax case. 


After your conversation with Mr. Ford, did you call 
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Mr. Bauman. After your conversation with Mr. Charles Ford did 
he case you and Mr. Sam Ford go to the Hamilton National Bank at Pennsyl- 
yania Avenue? 
Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer that question, sir. 
rod Mr. Bauman. Let me give you the rest of the address before you 
rounds lecline, Mr. Warring. Pennsylvania Avenue and Twentieth Street, 
NW. 
ame of Mr. Warrine. I decline to answer that question, : sir. 
Mr. Bauman. Did you get there at about 11 o’clock in the morning? 
Mr. Warrinc. I decline to answer that question, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. Now on that particular occasion, at about 11:15 a.m. 
in the presence of a bank employee, your safety deposit box was opened, 
; that correct ? 
Mr. Warrrna. I decline to answer that question, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. And when the box was opened, there were 240 $1,000 
asked bills and one $10,000 bill in the box, is that right ? 
Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer the question, sir. 
ord of Mr. Bauman. Have you ever seen a $1,000 bill, Mr. Warring? 
Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer that question, sir. 
treet / Mr. Bauman. Have you ever seen a $10,000 bill? 
know Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer that quest ion, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. What was the source of the $250,000 in cash ¢ 
hat it Mr. Warrine. I decline to answer that question, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. May I make the same suggestion to you that I «lid to 
some a witness the other day, and that is to ple: ise wait until I finish the 
question. 
d you Mr. Warrine. Yes; I will. 
rprise Mr. Bauman. During the year 1948, somewhere between January 1, 
1948, and July 6, 1948, did you place a bet on a number with Sn: 12s 
e that Lewis? 
Mr. Warrtne. I decline to answer that question, sir. 
n that Mr. BauMAN. Did you hit on a number for $17,000 
Mr. Warrine. I decline to answer that question, sir. 
| T al- Mr. Bauman. Did you ever tell anybody dink you did hit on a 
ink. number for $17,000 which you had plac ed with Snags Lewis? 
bank Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer that question, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. Do you know Snags Lewis! 
Mr. Warrte. I decline to answer that question, 
Mr. Bauman. Have you ever seen him ¢ 
Mr. Warrtne. I decline to answer that question, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. Do you know what his business is ? 
Mr. Warrtne. I decline to answer that question, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. Have you ever heard what his business is? 
Mr. Warrtna. I decline to answer that question, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. Where did you buy the $10,000 bill, Mr. Warring ? 
\ir. Warring. I decline to answer that question, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. Was that at the Hamilton National Bank at Penn- 
lvania Avenue and Twentieth Street NW ? 
Mr. War RING. I decline to answer that question, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. When did you start to buy the 240 $1,000 bills 
Mr. Warrine. I decline to answer that question, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. Do you have any financial interest in the Hamilton 
itional Bank. 


Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer that question, sir. 





204 CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Mr. Bauman. Now on that particular occasion, you told Mr. Samuel 
W. Ford that between January 1, 1948, and May 28, 1948, you had 
earned $120,000; is that right ? 

Mr. Warrine. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Had you earned $120,000 at that time, in that period ? 

Mr. Warring. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And I believe you also told him that you had won 
$17,000 by hitting the number with Snags Lewis; is that not correct? 

Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer that “question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Warring, have you ever heard of the numbers 
business ? 

Mr. Warrina. ¥es; Lhave. 

Mr. Bauman. = you know anybody engaged in that enterprise ? 

Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you explain to the committee from what you 
may have heard about the numbers business how it is organized? 

Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. How it operates ? 

Mr. Warring. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now at the time you left the bank after Mr. Ford had 
ee his examination of your safety deposit box, which contained 

250,000 in cash, was any lien placed on that box? 

“Mr. Warrrne. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Was any jeopardy assessment made against that box ? 

Mr. Warring. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Asa matter of fact, Mr. Warring, you and Mr. Ford 
not this Mr. Ford; Mr. Ford of the Internal Revenue- 

Mr. Warring. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Walked out of that bank and the money, the $250,000 
in cash, was left in that box with you remaining with complete access 
to that box; isn’t that right? 

fr. Warrine. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. As a matter of fact you had access to that $250,000 
in cash for about 3 years after the man from Internal Revenue saw 
that money in the box; isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Warrinc. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. A lien was not put on that box until 1951; isn’t that 
right, Mr. Warring? 

Mr. Warring. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

The CHairman. Y ou mean 3 years after the Revenue Department 
knew that he had the $250,000 in the box ? 

Mr. Bauman. That is correct, Senator. 

Senator Weriker. Mr. Chairman and counsel, so there may be no 
misunderstanding, may the stipulation be reentered into again today 
that when the witness refuses to answer, it may be stipul: ited by and 
between the witness, his counsel, and the committee that the Chair has 
ordered him to answer and he still refuses to answer upon the grounds 
stated by the witness ? 

Mr. Forp. That is our understanding; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. As a matter of fact, Mr. W arring, there was no lien 
or jeopardy assessment or other hold on the money in that safety 
de posit box of yours until March 13, 1951; isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Warrtne. I decline to answer that question, sir. 
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Mr. Bauman. And you had free access to that box all the time that 
this $250,000 in cash was in there; is that right? 

Mr. Warrinc. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. As a matter of fact, you went back to that box in 
the company of two revenue agents on October 26, 1948 ¢ 

Mr. Wararnc. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And at that time there was only $160,000 in $1,000 
bills left: is that not correct / 

Mr. Warnrinc. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What happened to the difference of $90,000? 

Mr. Warninc. I decline to answer that question, sirs 

Mr. Bauman. Now on May 8, 1951, you deposited $107,000 in cur 
rency in your account at the Hamilton National Bank at the place I] 
previous ly indicated ; is that not correct? 

Mr. Warerne. I decline to answer that question, : 

Mr. Bauman. And you deposited that in cash; did you not? 

Mr. Warninc. I decline to answer that question, 

Mr. Bauman. Did that cash come out of the s safe Miouil box ? 

Mr. Warrinc. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What was the denomination of the bills of this 
$107,000 ¢ 

Mr. Warrinc. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. On May 9 you deposited $40,000 in cash; isn’t that 
right? 

Mr. Warninc. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And on May 16 you drew a check of $37,214.45 which 
was payable to the Bureau of Internal Revenue; is that correct? Did 
you withdraw that $37.214.45? 

Mr. Warrrna. I decline to answer that question, sit 

Mr. Bauman. Did you pay that to Internal Revenue / 

Mr. Warring. I decline to answer that question, si 

Mr. Bauman. Were you making payments to Internal Revenue in 
May of 1951? 

Mr. WARRING. I decline to answer that quest ion, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, Mr. Warring, have you ever owned a safety 
deposit box ? 

Mr. Warrine. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever known anybody who has owned a 
safety deposit box ¢ 

Mr. Warring. I don’t know of anyone, actually know of anyone 

iat has a safety de “posit box. 

gr Bauman. Have you ever known of anyone who has one in the 
Hamilton National Bank? 

Mr. Warring. I decline to answer the question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. As a matter of fact you and your brother, who is 
known as Rags Warring, have joint tenancy to box No. 462 at the 
Hamilton National Bank, Pennsylvania Avenue branch; do you not? 

Mr. Warrtna. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. The annual rental on that box is $15; isn’t that 
right ? 

Mr. Warrinc. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. BauMAN. ae the box is 8 by 514 by 20 inches; is that right ? 

Mr. Warrine. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

94273—52—pt. 1——14 
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Mr. Bauman. When did you rent that box? Mr. E 
Mr. Warrine. I decline to answer that question, sir. your 
Mr. Bauman. Now before you had that box, you had a somewhai Mr. \ 
smaller box; did not ¢ Mr. ] 
Mr. Warrrna. I decline to answer that qpection, sir. in a cas 
Mr. Bauman. You had a box that rented at $3 a year, No. 20, Mr. ' 
which was of sage pia, by 51% by 20 inches ? Mr. - 
Mr. Warrrne. I decline to answer that question, sir. eriming 
Mr. Bauman. Was that smaller box inadequate to hold the things Mr. ' 
that you had to put into it? Mr. 
Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer that question, sir. nacri 
Mr. Bauman. For what purpose did you deposit $107,000 in you Mr. 
account on May 8? Mr. 
Mr. Warrinc. I decline to answer that question, sir. legal f 
Mr. Bauman. Now the very day after you had made that deposit Mr. 
of $107,000 in your account, a withdrawal of $107,000 was made which Mr. 
was paid to Internal Revenue; is that correct ? partme 
Mr. Warrrne. I decline to answer that question, sir. Mr. 
Mr. Bauman. What business were you in in 1943, Mr. Warring? Mr. 
Mr. Warrine. I decline to answer that question, sir. gifts t 
Mr. Bauman. Have you ever told anybody that you were in the Mr. 
numbers business ? : e Mr. 
Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer that question, sir. Mr. 
Mr. Bauman. Tell me, sir, you have a black book? — Mr. 
Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer that question, sir. the me 
Mr. Bauman. If you were directed to by this committee, would you S USEC 
produce a black book ? Mr. 
Mr. Forp. May I consult with the witness on that particular ques sen 
tion ? famil: 
Senator Wetker. May the question be read ? Mr. 
Mr. Forp. The question is, “Will you, if requested by this committee, Mr. 
bring to this committee a black book if you have one.” er 
I may state our position very simply. If a subpena duces tecum “juice 
served on this witness to bring records, this committee may rest Mr 
assured whatever it calls for and he has will be brought here in obedi Sel 
ence to the order of this committee, that’s for sure. mM Col 
However, we want it understood if we would bring it, that we would Mr 
not voluntarily disclose its contents. We may assert his rights as t Mi 
its use, but it will be brought here if the committee orders us to do it. when 
Mr. Bauman. Do I take from the statement just made, Mr. Wa: 
ring, that you have such a little black book ? 
Mr. Warrrne. I decline to answer the question, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. Now this book shows your wins and losses at gam 
bling; doesn’t it ? 
Mr. Warrtne. I decline to answer that question, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. As a matter of fact it is set up so that it shows the 
number that hit for the day, the total wins and the total losses; is tha 
correct ¢ 
Mr. Warrrna. I decline to answer the question, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. It in no place shows the total play that you had on 
that day, is that right? 
Mr. Warrine. I decline to answer the question, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. Does it show the total wins and the total losses? 
Mr. Warrrne. I decline to answer the question, sir, 





l you 


que s 


ittee. 


4m) 
rest 


bed 


, 1) 
vould 
as | 

lo it. 


War 


CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 207 


Mr. BauMAN. Does it contain any statement as to expenses involved 
n your business ? 

Mr. Warrtine. I decline to answer the question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever paid the premium on any bail bond 
ina case other the - one involving you? 

Mr. Warrinc. I decline to answer the question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever paid the fine of any individual in a 


criminal case other than one involv ing yourself ? 


Mr. Wanrrrne. I decline to answer the question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever retained a lawyer for any defendant 

a criminal case 's which you yourself were not a de -fendant ? 

Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer the question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Does that little black book contain any record of any 
legal fees in tn tion with your activities ? 

Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer the question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Does it show any money dis bursed to the police de- 
partment for any reason whatsoever ? 
~ Mr. Warrrine. I decline to answer th: it question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Tell me, Mr. Warring, do you keep any record of the 


gifts that you ot 


Mr. Warrine. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bacman. Do you know the meaning of the seasht “ice”? 

Mr. Warrinc. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now you understand that when I ask you if you know 
the meaning of the word “ice” I am asking if you know it as the word 
s used by the gambling fraternity ? 

Mr. Warrine. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Senator Hunt. In California they use the word “juice.” Are you 
familiar with that term, in paying protection ¢ 

Mr. Forp. I don’t think he heard you, sir. 

Mr. Warrina. No, sir; I am not. 

Senator Hunt. My statement was, in California they use the word 
“juice” instead of “ice.” 

Mr. Warrina. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hunt. Are you familiar with the use of the word “juice” 
in connection with ps Lying police protection ? 

Mr. Warrina. No, sir; I am not. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember an incident around July 29 of 1948 
when you were arrested for disorderly conduct ? 

Mr. Warrtna. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. De you recall being arrested for disorderly conduct 
at about that time ? 

Mr. Warrrna. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. BauMAN. That was in connection with a street brawl; wasn’t it ? 

Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Y ou were arrested by a police officer named Best; i 
that right ? 

Mr. Warrrna. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know that that police officer was transferred 
\2 days after he arrested you? I beg your pardon, 1 month after he 
arrested you. 

Mr. Warrtna. I decline to answer that question, sit 

Mr. Bauman. Did you talk to anybody in the Police Department in 
onnection with Mr. Best ? 
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Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer that question, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. Do you remember on that occasion whether a gambler 
by the name of Je whoy Dietz was present / 

Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever talk to Major Barrett about that case? 

Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever ask Major Barrett to have this man 
transferred ? 

Mr. Warring. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever ask Major Barrett to have this man 
disciplined ? 

Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever discussed police affairs of any kind 
with Major Barrett? 

Mr. Warring. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. How many times would you say you have seen Major 
Barrett / 

Mr. Warring. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have youever asked Major Barrett to have any police 
officer transferred ? 

Mr. Warrine. I decline to answer that question, s 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever talk to him about cis casi r of Captain 
Umbaugh or Corporal Davis? 

Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know Freddie Woods? 

Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Brim Higgs? 

Mr. Warrtne. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever placed any telephone calls to Nags 
Head? 

Mr. Warrine. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know whether Jewboy Dietz has a house at 
Nags Head? 

Mr. Warrtna. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. I am merely asking Mr. Warring, do you know if 
Mr. Dietz has a house at Nags Head / 

Mr. Warrinc. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever called Mr. Dietz at his home at Nags 
head ? 

Mr. Warrine. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you aware of the existence of the Pittsburg) 
Salesbook Co. of ee Pa.? 

Mr, Warrrnc. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know whether there is such a company / 

Mr. Warrtine. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman, As a matter of fact, have you within the last 2 years 
been buying so-called books containing numbers slips at the rate of 
1,250,000 a month? 

Mr. Warrine. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you have a tax case presently pending in any) 
court of a civil nature? 

Mr. Forp. Mr. Chairman, I think we disclosed that yesterday, that 
that was true, and then I think you followed it up asking for the 
criminal matter pending, and I think we stated both of those. 
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Mr. Bauman. If he did, I am not sure, sir. 

Mr. Forp. I may state that there is. In fact, one morning when I 
was excused from here, I appeared in Tax Court in that case, just a 
couple of days ago, and there is an investigation pending criminally 
in this District, and has been. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you like to ask him to answer the question, 
Mr. Ford? I would like his answer on the record. 

Mr. Warrrna. Yes, sir, it is. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you swear to the complaint in those proceedings 

: Tax Court? 

Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Chairman, at this time I have completed my 
questioning of this witness, but I would like to report to the commit- 
tee on this $250,000 in cash that was found in his box. 

The Cuatrman. The committee would like to have it—I mean the 
report. [ Laughter. | 

Mr. Bauman. On July 2, 1948, Mr. Warring was called upon at 
his home by Mr. Samuel W. Ford of the Department of Internal Reve- 
nue. At Mr. Ford’s request and after consulting with his own at- 
torney, Mr. Warring and Mr. Ford—lI will use Mr. Ford as being 
with Internal Revenue, rather than this one, unless I specify—went 
down to the Hamilton National Bank at the address that I have in- 
dicated, and in the presence of the Department of Internal Revenue 
representative, Mr. Warring’s safety deposit box was opened. 

It was at that time found to contain $250,000. This consisted of 
240 $1,000 bills and 1 $10,000 bill. After the contents of the box 
had been examined, to the best of my knowledge and information— 
and I have spoken to people in Internal Revenue about this matter 
no effort was made to seal that box or to deprive this man of access to 
that box. As a matter of fact, special agents were later assigned to 
work on this case, and they did come back in October of the same year, 
at which time there was remaining of the original $250,000 in eash, 
$160,000. 

Mr. Warring produced a little black book which was supposed 
to have established that in the year 1948, of the $250,000 which had 
been produced, approximately $120,000. was supposed to have been 
his income in the year 1948, from January 1, 1948, through May 28, 
1948. The only source of that income that he told Internal Revenue 
about was the numbers business. In addition to that—— 

The Carman. During what period was the $120,000 taken in 
from the numbers racket ? 

Mr. Bauman. From January 1, 1948, through May 28, 1948. 

In addition to this amount of money, of $120,000, Mr. Warring 
claimed that he had placed a numbers bet with a notorious gambler 
by the name of Snags Lewis and had in fact won on that bet an 
additional $17,000, which would have given him income of $137,000 
n that vear. 

The CHarrMan. During the whole year or just during that period ? 

Mr. Bauman. In that 5-month period, up to that time sir. 

Now, the remainder of the $250,000 was at first distributed and pro- 
rated over a period of about 4 or 5 years, putting Mr. Warring in a 
substantially lower bracket than he would have been had the entire 
amount of the money been attributed to 1947, the previous year, even 
assuming the truth of what he had said. 
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This decision of Internal Revenue was later changed, consick 
ably changed, and the balance of the $250,000, namely $113,000, v 
eventually attributed to 1947 income. 

However, I feel it is of interest to this committee that a man iy 
Warring’s business, of his reputation and background, was permitted 
free access by the Department of Internal Revenue to $250,000 in cas), 
when it must have been immediately apparent that there would be a 
substantial tax assessment, and in fact there was a substantial tax a 
sessment. It does seem to me that no hold of any kind was placed uy 
that box until March of 1951. The proceeds of that box diminished 
considerably during that time. 

The people at Internal Revenue told me that they felt Mr. 
ring would pay the money, that that was why they did not tie a the 
box, and cite as justification the fact that the tax assessment was sub 
sequently paid. 

I do feel that the procedure in allowing a man of this kind to have 
access to $250,000 in cash, where such cash must necessarily be subject 
to a substantial assessment for a period of approximately 3 years, 
is a matter which should concern this committee. 

The CuHamman. The Chair concurs in that opinion. The fact that 
this man won $137,000 in a period of 5 months by gambling in the 
District of Columbia without Major Barrett and his police fore 
doing something about it should be surprising to law-abiding men an 4 


women. Have you learned whether any arrests were made during the 


5 months indicated ? 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Warring personally has not been arrested fo 
numbers in that period, and if there have been any arrests, they have 
been very few in number and only those individuals in the very low 
echelons. 

To my knowledge, neither Mr. Warring nor any of his top assistants 
have during that period, or for that matter a considerable peri 
been arrested for their activities in connection with that. 

I have no further questions. 

The Cuarrman. Have you any estimate of the amount Mr. Warring 
made by gambling during the entire time that Major Barrett wa: 
superintendent of police? 

Mr. Bauman. I think that it would be difficult to give an intelligent 
estimate, but I would say this: that if the truth is ever known about 
the size of Mr. Warring’s enterprise, that the figure you request, M: 
Chairman, would be astronomical. 

The Cuarrman. Could you be more definite? 

Mr. Bauman. I would say that Mr. Warring, in my judgment, | 
a gross play, a gross daily play in numbers, or did at that time, 
at least twenty to twenty-five thousand dollars. 

The Cuarman. $25,000 during what time ? 

Mr. Bauman. One day. 

‘The CiatrMan. Do you mean during the 4 or 5 years that Ma 
Barrett was the head of the Police Department / 

Mr. Bauman. I certainly do. 

The CuarrmMan. Did you learn from the Revenue piegentzoent 
why no precautions had been taken to secure the payment of 
income tax on the $250,000 gambling cash found in the vault? 

Mr. Bauman. I did, sir. The reasons given to me were thes 
When the money in the box was first. discove red, the agent did not 
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do anything to secure payment of the tax because no tax had then 
been determined, and because he had been assured that there would be 
no difficulty in collecting such a tax. 

The second reason given was that if a jeopardy assessment had 
been placed, the Collector of Internal Revenue would have had to 
have sent a deficiency notice, which would have given the taxpayer 
90 days in which to sue in Tax Court for the return of the money, and 
that such a civil suit might have prejudiced any future criminal 
prosecution. 

The CHarmMan. Has Mr. Warring ever been criminally prosecuted 
for evasion of taxes / 

Mr. Bauman. I believe Mr. Charles Ford says that the matter is 
now under investigation, and it is my information that such is the 
case. 

The Cuairman. To your knowledge, has any criminal proceeding 
been instituted ? 

Mr. Bauman. To my knowledge, the matter is presently pending 
in the office of the United States attorney, but the man has not 
yet been indicted. 

* | would like to answer you a little more fully on that, Mr. Chair- 
man. I will be happy to trace this case for you. 

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, my underst: aeiae 
is that Mr. Schoeneman of the Collector's office wrote to Mr. Caudle 
of the Department of Justice about this matter and recommended 
criminal action on or about April 22, 1949. 

My further information is that Mp Caudle did not refer the mat- 
ter to the United States attorney for institution of criminal pro- 
ceedings until April 6, 1951, although in fact according to Mr. 
Schoeneman’s letter of April 22, 1949, criminal action had been 
recommended. 

Senator Butter. Mr. Bauman, Mr. Warring has considerable real 
estate in the District, has he not ? 

Mr. Bauman. That is the best of our information, sir. 

Senator Burter. Has there been any assessment or any lien against 
that property ¢ 

Mr. Bauman. Not to my knowledge, no. 

Mr. Forp. There is of record in the court in the District of Colum- 
bia, Prince Georges, Montgomery County, Fairfax, liens 

Senator Butter. That is what I wanted to know. In other words, 
it was not necessary to get this cash; is a4 the answer to it / 

Mr. Forp. That’s right. The answer is furthermore, in fact ~ 
in truth, that the Government is In eisai of every penny of 1 
that they claim, every penny. 

Senator Butter. Thank you, Mr. Ford, because it did sound bad 
to me that the Department of Internal Revenue could be so lax, and 
it is not my experience as a lawyer to have them that lax. 

If these assessments were in fact made against the lien pending in 
the court that would be a lis pendens and nobody could deal with 
that real estate and the Government would be perfectly protected. 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Ford, do you mean that liens against this real 
estate were recorded ¢ 

Mr. Forp. Yes, sir; and the situation, as I understand the law, 1 
exactly as Senator Butler stated. 

The CuHarrman. Did these liens secure the tax on the $250,000 4 
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Mr. Forp. Not only were they filed, but after they were filed tly 
money was actually given to and i is in possession of the Government 
The Government is in possession of every penny and when the Go, 
ernment obtained possession of the money, it gave to me releases of 
the liens because they were satisfied. As of ‘this very minute the 
Government is in possession of every penny that is claimed. 

The Cuamman. According to counsel’s statement, nothing was 
done to secure the Government for a peried of about 3 years. 

Mr. Forp. I did not want to interrupt the long factual statement 
However, I was going to say to the court that in several respects un 
wittingly the statement of facts is not correct in all respects. 

I want to say to the court that at the proper time and at the prope: 
place in a court established by the Congress we will disclose the t: 
facts of this matter. I did not want to take it up individually. 

For instance, immediately upon the filing of the money as re- 
quired by the rules, the agent called the special agent’s office and two 
agents, including one by the name of Kennedy, immediately stepped 
in. They were voluntarily admitted to the box, willingly. Later on 
they desired to take the numbers of the bills. They were furnished 
those back bills and permitted to. 

We at no time anywhere resisted any of the proper actions which 
were taken by the Internal Revenue, and frankly, as a citizen, I don't 
think the Internal Revenue in this case that I know about—and I can 
only speak of the cases I know—is entitled to any criticism whatever. 
They did what they legally could do, and they refrained from tak- 
ing any illegal activity. That is my opinion, Senator. 

Senator Burier. Mr. Ford, in your opinion was their action in 
time ? 

Mr. Forp. Yes, sir 

Senator Butter. There was no laxity on the part of the De- 
partment ¢ 

Mr. Forp. No, sir; they needed information before they could take 
certain definite actions, and as they needed it they called upon me, 
Senator, and we gave it to them voluntarily and willingly, and | 
think the record will show that. 

Mr. Bauman. May I ask counsel when those tax liens were filed? 

Mr. Forp. I don’t have my file with me, but I have copies of them 
and I have releases in my office in a file. 

Mr. Bauman. Can you tell us in what year they were filed, Mr. 
Ford ? 

Mr. Forp. No: I can’t. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you say it was in 1948, sir. 

Mr. Forp. No; I would not. As to the liens—I would say some- 
where in 1949. It was after 1948, I am pretty sure. 

Mr. Bauman. Was there any factual misstatement when I said that 
this man was left in full and complete possession of $250,000 in cas! 
throughout the remainder of the year 1948? 

Mr. Forp. Nothing whatever except your interpretation of it. For 
instance e, if you find cash in my poc ket at this minute or in my posses 
sion, there is no agent who has a right to seize it in America. He has 
got to first wait until it is established that it is due the Government 
before he can make a move to seize it, because they could go around 
and seize anything they found. 
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Senator Butter. Isn't it also true, Mr. Ford, that he must have a 
judgment of some kind before he can secure personal property in the 
possession of anybody ¢ 

Mr. Forv. It certainly is, Senator. 

Mr. Bauman. Senator Butler, if I may be heard on that, there is a 
procedure in the Department of Internal Revenue for placing what is 
called a jeopardy assessmen’, and that can be done very speedily, and 
it does not require court action, 

Senator Burier. I understood that is what had been done in this 
case, and timely. 

Mr. Bauman. No, sir. It had not been done, and was not done until 
1951. 

Mr. Forp. But a jeopardy assessment cannot issue until it satisfies 
certain circumstances, You just can’t do it arbitrarily 

Mr. Bauman. Asa matter of fact, Senator Butler, if I may continue 
on that for just a moment, Internal Revenue, aware that this is not a 
desirable situation, has, in the summer of 1951, amended its rules so 
in a case involving a man of this kind in this business, a jeopardy 
assessment can and will be placed speedily and without jeopardizing 
the possibility of collecting such a tax, so that apparently when this 
was done it was of some concern to Internal Revenue because the whole 
procedure has been revised in that connection. 
~ Tmight state that the information I have given to the committee 
was furnished by members of the Department of Internal Revenue. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Ford, do you know whether the lis pendens 
which was spoken of was placed on this real estate in 1949, 1950, or 
1951? 

Mr. Forp. I wouldn't say the year, but I am sure it was not before 
1949, because they are in the situation where they had to wait until 
they got the taxpaver’s return for 1948, which is filed in March 
1949. The Government could not move until they had the benefit 
of his return for 1948 to see what the taxpayer put in his return for 
1948 and what they found in 1948, because they have to wait until the 
tax years ends. 

Senator Buriter. Mr. Ford, I would like to clear this problem in 
my own mind. Did what the Government did amount in fact to a 
jeopardy assessment or did it not ? 

Mr. Forp. I had a definite understanding that there would be no 
attempt at any time to evade or defraud any of the agents, and they 
received full cooper: ation and the record will j « stify that, for the whole 
complete answer is with our willingness the Government now has 
every penny, and I think some of your questions inferred that : “Did 
you at a certain time come to the bank and place money in there in 
order that it would be available,” and that “a day it was placed in 
as you know. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Ford, I have already informed the committee 
that those taxes have been paid and that was the justification used 
by Internal Revenue for its action. If there is any question, I will 
state again that the taxes have been paid. 

Mr. Forp. Excuse me. 

Senator Hunt. Were any penalties paid? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. 

Mr. Forp. They include a 50-percent penalty. They include 6-per 
cent interest. Entirely; yes, sir. 
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Senator WELKER. 
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of other matters. 
Mr. Warring, I think you testified that you are about 45 years of 


age? 


“Mr. Warrina. Yes, sir. 
Senator Weiker. What education have you had, Mr. Warring’ 


Mr. WarRING. 


Just grammar school, sir. 


Senator Weiker. Just grammar school? 
Mr. Warrina. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. Were you born here in the District of Columbia’ 
Mr. Warrrna. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. Been here up to now? 


Mr. WarrINa. 


Yes, sir. 


I should like to examine the witness on a couple 


Senator Weiker. Mr. Warring, I have noted with interest you 


refusal to answer, I might say , hundreds of questions upon the g eroun 


as you state, that they “might tend to incriminate you. I want to sh 
you, has any publicity that this committee has received or you hay 
received prompted you in your refusal to answer these questions’ 


Mr. Warrrne. You say has any publicity prompted me not 


answer ¢ 


Senator Wetker. Has any publicity that this committee, what 


intends to investigate, or any publicity that you have received, has 


lo 


that caused you to form a basis for the personal objection you make 
that it might tend to incriminate you? 


Mr. Warrina. 


No, sir. 


Senator Weikxer. Mr. Warring, would you tell the committe 
have you ever, 
legitimate enterprise, in free enterprise ? 


Mr. Warrinea. 


since you have reached your adult life, worked 


Yes, sir. 


Senator Wetker. What has been your occupation ? 


Mr. Warrinc. 


I have worked in the barrel business, sir. 


Senator Weixer. In the barrel business? 


Mr. Warrina. 


Yes, sir. 


Senator Weiker. That is the business, I think, testified to by 
that your brother owns? 


Mr. Warrina. 


mother own it. 
Senator Wetker. Would you mind telling us, Mr. Warring, w! 
this barrel business is? 


Mr. Warrina. 


My brother and mother own it, brother and sister 


Well, it is a business of used barrels that are collect: 


from places of business here in Washington and taken in to, as 
call it, the barrel shop and repaired and resold to manufactw 
people that need barrels. 

Senator We.ker. Without going into detail, is it quite a substa: 
Warring? 


business, Mr. 


Mr. WarriIna. 


I think it is, sir. 


Senator Weiker. Has it supported you and your mother and \ 


brother ? 


Mr. W ARRING. 


Senator Weiker. And are you the only barrel business such as t 


Ye Ss, sir. 


in the District of Columbia, or are there competitors ? 


Mr. WarrING. 


I have a brother, sir, in the barrel business, anot 


brother, and I think that they are the only two barrel businesse 


D. ( 


Washington, 
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Senator Wetxker. In other words, within your family you have a 
monopoly of the barrel business? 

Mr. Warrtna. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. I want to ask you another question because I am 
jot familiar with this business. 

Mr. Warrinea. Yes, sir. : 

Senator Weiker. What do they do with these barrels after they 
repair them? Do they hold vinegar or whisky, or do they use them 
to pack dishes and things like that in? 

Mr. Warrine. They have pac king barrels; yes. sir. They have some 
barrels like, say, sugar. They are called slack barrels, packing bar- 
rels, and they are taken in, retightened, recoopered, and new heads 
put in them and they are used for packing barrels, like the Marines 
and the Navy and different storage companies. Other barrels, lard 
barrels, shortening barrels, are reheaded and refilled with cooking oils 
and things like that. Vinegar barrels are reused for vinegar, re- 
steamed and sterilized. 

Senator Weiker. Now, when did you commence that business, Mr. 
Warring ¢ 

Mr. Warring. Sir, I was brought up with the business. 

Senator Werker. Are you still actively engaged in the barrel 
business ¢ 

Mr. Warrina. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the grounds 
I may tend to incriminate myself, sir. 

Senator Wetker. You were brought up in the barrel business. 
When were you brought out of the barrel business? Do you care 
to answer that ? 

Mr. Warrinea. No, sir; I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Senator Wetker. You then don’t want to tell the committee whether 
or not you worked 1 day in the barrel business or 10 years in the 
barrel business ¢ 

Mr. Warrtnc. I worked over 10 years, sir, in the barrel business. 

Senator WeLkKer. Would you go a little further and tell us when 
you quit working in the barrel business ? 

Mr. Warrina. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Senator WeLKer. I have listened with interest to your declinations 

answer, and I am sure you are quite mindful of the fact that 
there is such a thing called the statute of limitations against any crime 
that might run against you. 

Mr. Warring. Yes, sir. 

Senator We._ker. Are you claiming the privilege of self-incrimina- 
tion as against anything that might happen to you years past, even 
though you know, or your counsel knows, that the statute of limita- 
tions has long since expired ? 

ri Warrinc. Yes, sir, on the grounds that it would lead up from 

ie year to another where it would incriminate me, sir. 

Senator Werxer. It would lead up from one year to another. 

Mr. Warring. Yes, sir. Something that = appened 4 years ago, if it 

ould lead to something that happened in 1950, I would decline to 

r the’ question. 

Senator Wetxker. In other words, Mr. Witness, you are the man 

it is putting the stopping place upon your testimony; is that 
correct ¢ 


Mr. Warrtnc. No, sir; Iam not putting a stopping place on it. 
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Senator Weiker. You are voluntarily saying what you will testify 
to and how far back it will go; is that correct ? . 

Mr. Warrinc. How far back it would go? 

Senator Weiker. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Warrinc. No, sir; I don’t mean to say how far back it will 
£0. 

Senator Weiker. Now, Mr. Warring, I am going to be quite f 
with you. I pr acticed law a little myself, 

Mr. Warrina. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weikxer. And I would like to know under what sort of 
imagination a witness could say that a legitimate enterprise say 20 
years ago, may tend to incriminate him as of this date. 

Mr. Warring. None, sir, as I know of. I don’t know of none, si: 

Senator WeLtker. And I would like to ask you in what way, if you 
care to disclose, why ownership of pieces of property could be deemed 
by you to be incriminatory when you know as a matter of law and as 
a matter of fact that if you have property in your name, any citizen 
in the District of Columbia, or the United States. can go down to the 
hall of records and find out that recerd of ownership. 

Mr. Warrinc. Yes, sir. But the Internal Revenue, that’s how they 
work up the net worth of mine and the penalties in tax and interest 
that they put on me is by properties that I bought back in 1934 and 
1935, and that’s how they worked the net worth on me, sir. 

Senator Weiker. Well, now, Mr. Warring. I am asking you about 
property that you bought, and I don’t care what kind of money you 
used to buy it. 

Mr. Warrina. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeL_ker. But property that you bought which is recorded 
of record in your name. 

Mr. Warrina. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weikxer. I want to know if you have an explanation to 
this committee why you refuse to answer whether or not you do ow 
a piece of property that is recorded in your name here in the hall of 
records. 

Mr. Warrina. Yes, sir. The reason I decline to answer the ques 
tion, sir, is on the grounds that T would incriminate myself with my) 
tax case because of the net worth. 

They work my net worth up with 

Senator Wetixer. I am not asking you about net worth, Mr. War 
ring. Tam asking you why do you refuse to answer about owning 
a piece of property that is of record in your name in the hall of 
records here now subject to this committee’s inspection or any perso! 
in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. Warrinc. Yes, sir. Because I would incriminate myself wit! 
the internal revenue, sir. 

Senator Weixer. Aren’t you incriminated by the very fact that it 
is there of record in your name? 

Mr. Warrtna. Well, if they find it, sir. 

Senator Wexiker. If they find it? 

Mr. Warrine. Yes, sir. 





Senator WreLKer. Don’t you suppose that they know as much where 


that record is as I do? 
Mr. Warrina. I guess they do, sir. 
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Senator Wetker. Now, Mr. Warring, are you sure that in many 
hundreds of declinations to answer that you have uttered here that 
you are not mistaken with respect to many of them when you say they 
might tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Warrina. No, sir; Iam not mistaken, sir. 

Senator Wetxer. You are not mistaken? 

Mr. Warrina. No, sir. 

Senator Wetker. You feel that every question propounded to you 
by ( ‘ounsel Bauman and that you have refused to answer might tend 
to Inecriminate you? 

Mr. Warrtna. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. And the questions, of course, asked you by mem- 
bers of the committee? 

Mr. Warrina. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. And it is your feeling at this time that the yak 
tion, “Have you ever spoken to any policeman, * you feel that that 
que stion in itse lf might tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Warrrnc. Yes. sir. It would be a link to incriminate me, sir. 

Senator Weixker. Well, now, Mr. Warring, that would be quite a 
weak link, wouldn’t it? 

Mr. Warrinea. I don’t know, sir. I think it would be a good link, 
sir, not a weak link. 

Senator Werxer. I have never heard of any court in the world 
that would hold it against a man to say “hello” to most anyone if that 
ended——— 

Mr. Warrina. No, sir; not saying “hello.” I don’t — either. 

Senator Weixker. Isn’t it a fact that you refused to answer counsel 
when he asked you if you had ever spoken to any policemen? Here 
isa man born and raised in the District of Columbia, even though i 
be large. When you were a young man it wasn’t so large, and I have 

no doubt that you have spoken to many policemen 

Mr. Warrinc. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetxer. That in itself I can’t imagine being incriminatory 
against you. 

Mr. Warrtna. Sir, if Mr. Bauman would ask me if I knew the 
policeman, had I ever spoken to him, that would be the end of the 
question, I would gladly answer him. 

Senator Werker. If my memory is correct, you never answered 
one of those questions that way. You declined to answer them all. 

Mr. Warrtnea. Sir, if I answered the questions, “Yes, I know them,” 
he would have other questions to follow that. 

Senator Wetker. Then, my boy, you could certainly stop there if 
you felt you were getting into dee “~p water. 

Mr. Warrinc. Yes. sir: I am willing to answer whether T have 
ever spoken to a policeman or whether I knew them, if Mr. Bauman 
wouldn’t go into other matters that would incriminate me. 

Senator Werker. It is my feeling, and I want the ie es to show. 

where the clear import of the question does not show to ve i and to 
your counsel that it is self-incriminatory, I don’t think you have a 
right legally to sit there and hour after hour decline to answer those 
questions, 

Mr. Warrine. Sir, I don’t want to decline to answer any questions 
that won’t ineriminate me. 
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Senator Weiker. Then I am going to ask you another question tha 
struck me as being rather rare and funny, when counsel asked ) 
whether or not you had seen Major Barrett at one end of the bea 
swimming and you were at the other end of the beach swimming, aiid 
you refused to answer upon the ground that it might tend to incri; 
nate you. 

Mr. Warrine. Sir, I would have gladly answered the question 
Mr. Bauman wouldn't go into asking me other questions or follow 
with that, that would incriminate me. I have never seen—— 

Senator Wetker. Then, in other words, you were claiming the pri 
ilege by assuming what he was going to ask by a second or furthe 
question ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Warrina. Yes, sir. 

Senator We.ker. Then you were not fair to the committee when 
you refused to answer that question. 

Mr. Warrinc. Sir, I want to be fair with the committee. I want 
to answer that question alone if Mr. Bauman would want to ask 1 
that question. 


i 


i 


Senator Wetker. The cold record shows that you refused to answer 


when vou now admit that vou had no reason to refuse to answer. 


Mr. Warr inG. No,sir. Sir, I will answer the question now. I have 


never seen Major Barrett on the beach at Colonial Beach, swimminy 
In fact, I don’t think I have been in Colonial Beach for 3 years. 

Senator Weiker. Well, now, Mr Witness, why now do you cone 
forth and answer those questions when yesterday you refused to an 
swer? Now, after all, there is not a soul down here at this committee 
that wants to preside at a kangaroo court to try to get you in troub| 
by virtue of the fact that you haven’t been in trouble before. 

Mr. Warrine. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetxker. I certainly would never be at a congressional 
hearing where I had to use this, other than an orderly judici ial pro 
ceeding, but you have just about gotten the contempt of everyone 
of this committee by virtue of the ‘fact that we feel—and I think | 
speak for the committee—that you have drawn the line as to what 
you are going to say and whether or not they are incriminatory ques. - 
tions, you have refused to answer. 

Mr. Warrine. Sir, I tried to answer all questions that wouldn’t i: 
criminate me, and when you are asking me the questions, I feel that you 
won't go into things, but Mr. Bauman, when he asks questions, one 
question, he is going to ask other questions that I think will incriminat: 
me. 

Senator We.Lker. [ am sorry if you are gun shy of Mr. Bauman a: 
not gun shy of the rest of us. Iam sure he isn’t tr ying to do any mo. 
than I am, and that is to get the facts for which the taxpayers o! 
this Nation are paying a lot of money to ascertain through this con 
mittee. 

I was distressed, as I said before, about your claiming an exempti: 
to testify about ownership of property, and the record obviously 
in your name. I felt that you were in contempt of the peanontt 
upon that statement, upon your refusal to answer, and I feel t 
you will see a time when you will regret it as to the refusal to answ: 
any aainad regardless of whether or not it might incriminate you. 

Mr. Warnrine. Sir, I haven't refused to answer questions tha! 
wouldn’t incriminate me, and I didn’t mean to be in contempt to t! 
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members here. I have tried to answer all questions that wouldn’t 
incriminate me. I have no reason to refuse to answer questions that 
won't incriminate me. 

Senator Wetker. I am saying to you, Mr. Warring, that I have 
been sitting here for nearly 2 days listening to questions and you have 
gone to the privilege that any citizen is entitled to claim. 

Mr. Warrina. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. On almost every question that counsel and this 
ommittee have asked. 

Mr. Warrtnc. Well, sir, Senator, you know that when the special 
agents of the internal revenue look up an income tax case they first 
start with your cash and then with property that you own, and that 
is they have worked up the net worth of my properties—and so when 
[ was asked about properties, naturally I was of the opinion it would 
incriminate me and that is the reason I didn’t answer the question 

nd if I thought it would not incriminate me I would have answered 
the question. If I thought I was in contempt of you gentlemen I 
would surely have answered the question. 

Senator Wetker. Mr. Warring, do I take it now—I am telling 
you from man to man that I feel you are in contempt of this commit- 
tee—and I cannot speak for the committee—— 

Mr. Warrinea. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wevker. But I rather imagine strongly that you will be 
cited for contempt. 

Mr. Warrina. Yes, sir. 

Senator WaLKer. Now, in view of that statement presented in agree 
ment with my colleagues here, I want them to speak if not, in view of 
the statement I feel you are in contempt. 

Mr. Warrine. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetker. And will be forced to go to trial for heen 
and you are entitled to counsel and the safegu: ards of justice 

Mr. Warrinc. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. In view of the statement you are in contempt do 
vou want to have a conference with your counsel and ascertain 
vhether or not you want to purge yourself from any contempt, in the 
face of a record which is long in your refusal to answer many hun- 
lreds of questions ¢ 

Mr. Warrtnc. Yes, sit 

Senator Wereitxer. You want to confer with counsel and see if 
there are any questions propounded by counsel and members of the 
ommittee which you may answer ? 

Mr. Warring. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Forp. Before I do that may I address the Senator on this 
question ¢ 

Will it be understood that while he answers certain questions 
that it will not be considered by the committee that he had opened 
ip that entire topic and hence the interrogator would have the right 
to go on and on and on 4 

I have particularly in mind what I believe to be the law, and our 
; ederal law has held that if a witness does not assert his constitutional 

rivilege but answers questions on a particular topic he cannot, as 
ibsequent questions are propounded to him, assert the right but he 
ist go on, once having spoken of it, and I have respectfully sub 

tted several cases on that point. So that as the cases hold now, a 
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question by itself may be entirely innocent but what it may lead to or 
turn to isthe thing th: at we must consider in determining the conduct 


or 


the refusal of a witness, and they have given consider rable examples, 


It may be interesting to ask 


G NW?” 


That of itself appears quite innocent. 
The subsequent question, “Were you lighting a cigar?” There may 
bank robbery and nobody can identify the finger mat 
se except they saw a man smoking a cigar. 

), the question, “Were you at a place smoking a cigar?” appear: 
ean except when it is taken in view of the entire picture and 
leads to the next question. 

So, if we might have that understanding, that these questions wh 
by themselves appear innocent and perfectly proper, that an answer 
to them—that he will not by answering them forfeit his privilege a 
to follow-up questions on the same particular topics. 


hi ave bee ‘hh 


That is the only thing we have been concerned with in answering 


a 
a 


the committee. It has not been an attitude not to answer questions. 

It has been merely an attempt to honestly by a citizen assert what 
ever privilege the Constitution gives him; but fortunately or unfo 
tunately the courts have limited that privilege, have defined it and 
other courts have interpreted it. So that for a citizen for himself a 


distinguished from a lawyer 


assert it. That isthe only thing I have in mind. 


Senator WELKER. 


of counsel ? 


a man, “Were you at 9 a.m. at Tenth and 


. it is quite difficult to understand when t 


May I express my view on the little dissertatio: 


Mr. Ford, I do not think I have ever met you personally, but I know 
you professionally as a very splendid attorney, a very excellent at- 
torney, I should say. 

Your idea of the law is exactly my idea of the law, and I have studied 
it—in fact, I spent most of the night getting ready for you this mon 
ing. [Laughter. | 

I want to say to you that if your theory that you offered now 

accepted by this cominittee or by any court of the | land you mig! if 
inst as well stop the inquisition of any witness who wants to claim t! 
priv ilege because you gentlemen if you see fit can hide behind tha 


privilege by 


say ing, “Tt might tend to incriminate me by some So 


chain of events.’ 


Now. I am sure, counsel, that the law was never meant that way 


and I am quite sure it is not the law and I want to say to you that 
this witness is the man that must claim that when and if he feels we 
are getting into a dangerous area that might jeopardize his liberty 
and freedom and then we stop. 

But, I cannot favor, as you suggest, that we have a stipulatio 
that once we hit paydirt we shall not go any further. No. I hav 
been caught before on that trick. 


Mr. Forp. 


Senator We.ker. Well, Mr. Ford 


Mr Forp. 


Then may I do this, in the interest of the committee’: 
time? I am sure that by tonight or tomorrow morning, which 
Saturday, I will have a transcript of the record at which time I would 
be able to go over the questions referred to yesterday and today and 
come back to the committee — advise the committee on that. 





I am trying to do that to save the committee’s time, 


} 
0 


if they would like to propound the questions—whichever you see fit. 
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Senator Werxer. Well, I am a big-hearted fellow and I have been 
in the defense of several criminal cases and all my life my sympathy 
has always been with the underdog. 

But, to give you that right—of course, this is up to the committee— 
it is something that I have never been favored with in my experience, 
to get a chance to sit down with a transer ipt and go over it and say, 
“Well, that looks a little bit dangerous, maybe we better change it.’ 
This committee, I do not think, “could do that, because if the com- 
mittee did that all over the land, why we would never get through 
with any investigation. 

I would suggest—you are following this testimony, as I know 

Mr. Forp. Yes, sir. 

Senator We_ker. Much closer than any of us. 

Now, if you have some question in your mind as to whether or not 
you can purge yourself of a possible contempt, I think the committee 
could permit you to confer with your counsel, but certainly not to 
go over the tr: inscript tonight and come back tomorrow. 

The Cramman. The committee will stand in recess for 5 minutes. 

(Whereupon, a recess was taken from 11:12 to 11:20 a. m.) 

The CHamman. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. Forp. Mr. Chairman, if the committee sees fit, this witness 
would like to have the privilege of answering specific questions that 
were asked him eeiting certain properties that appear in his name. 

Secondly, he would like to have the privilege of answering the ques- 
tions gener ally as to what police officers he knows or a question gen- 
erally ‘that he has spoken to. 

He asks that privilege of the committee in line with what Senator 
Welker stated, sir. 

Senator Werxker. I ask your client through you, Mr. Counsellor, 
are those the only questions you at this time wish to answer? 

Mr. Forp. Those are the only questions that we could recall that 
would come under the outline as given by yourself, the topics. 

There was another topic that was discussed and that was the ques- 
tion of—oh, excuse me, I can think of one other. 

He would like to answer approximately the time when he ceased 
to be in the cooperage business; he would like to answer that, Senator. 

Then, on the question of the statute of limitations as it may apply: 
Of course, as we all know, it varies as to different offenses, but under 
the general criminal statute known as conspiracy of the Federal Govy- 
ernment—and it is best exemplified in the trial going on now in front 
of Judge Kirkland—evidence has been permitted to be introduced far 
back beyond the 3-year statutory period in order to show a continu- 
ing conspiracy. 

In addition to that, in the internal revenue law the statute of limi- 
tations is suspended wherever the taxpayer leaves the internal revenue 
district in which he lives—as, for example, if at any time they could 
show that the witness Warring was outside the revenue district of 
Maryland which includes the District, such as to New York or Florida, 
the tolling of the statute is suspended during that time. 

Again, in applying the statute of limitations, there is none as to 
the civil penalty. They did that in the La Fontaine case, imposed 
the penalty back 20 years. In addition to that 


94273—52—pt. 1——-15 
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Senator WeLKer. Well, you cannot claim the privilege on a civil— 
Mr. Forp. Correct. Now, I am coming to the criminal aspect of 
and as to the criminal aspect of it the Government can go back 3\) 

years and establish a net worth. 

Then they can come to 1950 or 1951 and establish the net worth, 
and then they can take the difference and the Government would be 
in a position to allocate the difference either in whole or in part to a 
live year which does come in under the statute of limitations, and | 
have had that done. 

Those are the few words I would like to say about the application 
of the statute of limitations. 

Mr. BauMan. Would you grant me just a moment, please / 

The Cuairman. C ertainly. 

( Pause.) 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Warring—— 

Senator Hunr. Mr. Chairman, I would like to know of the inte: 
tions of counsel. 

Mr. Bauman. My intentions are to ask this witness the identical 
questions I had asked him before. 

I shall question him about the property which he owns; I shall ques. 
tion him about the property anybody else owns in his own name; | 
shall question him on police officers he knows. 

I shall in no way be dictated to by counsel as to the area of the 
questions which I may ask him. 

The Carman. There will be no repetition of this witness’ testi 
mony. He has had the benefit of counsel and all his rights have been 
fully protected. 

Senator We.ker. I suggest to the committee that once the matter 
is opened up we can go on wherever we feel in the investigation of 
this witness and we cannot acc ept the stipulation proposal by counsel. 

1 feel that when this matter is opened this witness is subject to a 
full and complete examination. 

The Cuamman. What is the committee’s pleasure ? 

Senator Hunt. Well, Mr. Chairman, as one member of the com 
mittee I am opposed to making any deal with the counsel for the 
witness. 

Senator We._ker. Well, just a moment. I certainly do not want to 
leave the impression I am making a deal. The only thing I want to do 
is have him understand if he answers a question as to how he met a 
certain policeman or what piece of property he acquired, then I fee! 
this witness has waived his privilege of self incrimination and counse! 
can go right to the bottom of that and no claim this witness can ever 
assert will protect him in a court. 

Mr. Forp. May I say, in view of the last statement by Senator We! 
ker, that the witness will stand on his claim, his constitutional claim 
of privilege against self-incrimination. 

The Cuarrman. Is that on the record ? 

Mr. Forp. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hunr. As I understand the counsel for the committee is 
not accepting the suggestion made by the counsel for the witness. 

Mr. Bauman. That is correct and also, as I understand the record. 
the witness is now standing on his answers and wishes to make no 


= . . . . 
further answers or changes of any kind in the record, is that right / 
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Mr. Forp. Based upon the position of this committee as stated here, 
yes, SIP. 

And may I say I would not ary any circumstances try to dictate to 
this coraimitten or to any Senator or any member of the staff of this 
committee at no time. TIT assure you I would never be that presump- 
tious. That I truly mean. 

Mr. BAuMAN. So that the record is absolutely clear, if I may address 
the Chair, the statement of the counsel on which he is basing rehashing 
of questions of the witness to my mind in surplusage. 

As Ll understand it the witness is st: anding on his answers as made. 
Is that correct / 

Mr. Forp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Warrine. According, sir, to what the committee has told me, 
that they were going into all the other questions, if I answer one 
question as to who ] know. that the question is going to be all threshed 
out again, sir. 

Mr. BaumMan. Well, I understand, Mr. Warring, that the only con- 
dition upon which you are willing to answer any questions is that 
you determine which ones you are going to answer—— 

’ Mr. Warrine. No,sir:no.sir. | would like to answer any questions 
on people whom I know and people that I have met without incrimi- 
nating myself, sir. 

Senator Wextxer. I think the record is clear now. that after a full 
and complete debate between you, your counsel, our counsel and the 
committee and committee staff, the witness has indicated he wants to 
stand on the record. There is nothing more we can do. 

(Whereupon, at 11:30 a. m., Mr. Warring left the room.) 

The CuatrMan. Call the next witness. 

Mr. Soromon. Mr. Charles H. Nelson. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Nelson will be examined by Mr. 
Harold W. Solomon, associate counsel. 

The CHatrMan. Is Mr. Nelson present / 

Mr. Sotomon. He will be called, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cu. \IRMAN. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are 
about to give will be the truth, the whole truth and nothing ‘but the 
truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Netson. I do. 

The CuarrMan. Proceed. 


TESTIMONY OF CHARLES H. NELSON, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. Soromon. Would you state your full name, please ? 

Mr. Netson. Charles Nelson. 

Mr. Sotomon. Where do you live, Mr. Nelson ? 

Mr. Netson. 1803 H Street, NE. 

Mr. Sotomon. Are you a married man? 

Mr. Netson. I am. 

Senator Burter. Mr. Nelson, will you raise your voice a little? 

Mr. Netson. Yes, sir; I will. 

Mr. Soromon. And you are an honorably discharged veteran of the 
past war ¢ 

Mr. Netson. I am. 

Mr. Soromon. Mr. Nelson, did you ever work for Roger Simkins? 

Mr. Netson. I did. 
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CR 
Mr. Sotomon. In what capacity ? Mr. § 
Mr. Nexson. As night manager. b ali 
Mr. SoLtomon. Manager of what? OM 7 x 
Mr. Nexson. Of a restaurant. Th a 
Mr. Sotomon. What was the name of the restaurant ? M os ’ 
Mr. Netson. Brass Rail. Mr < 
Mr. Sotomon. Where is that located ? Ar. y 
Mr. Netson. 1739 Seventh Street, NW. Px: oe 
Mr. Sotomon. When did you first become employed at the Brass — " 
Rail? 4 ; ae ] 
Mr. Netson. The latter part of 1946. ae 
Mr. Sotomon. What was your salary, sir? Me c 
Mr. Netson. At that time the sal: ary was $60 a week. hs a 
Mr. Soromon. And what was your highest salary ? a ee 
Mr. Netson. Seventy-five dollars. = va 
Mr. Sotomon. Your wife was employed there as a cashier, is that Or 
correct ¢ t ’ Mr. ' 
Mr. Newtson. Yes, sir. ils 
Mr. Sotomon. When you went to work for Mr. Simkins at the Brass ee a 
Rail me you know what business he was in ? aed 
Mr. Netson. No; I did not when I went to work there. Mr. 
Mr. Soromon. so you had worked there a while did you come to ananls 
realize what business he was in? Mr. 
Mr. Netson. I did. Sees 7 
Mr. Sotomon. And what business did you believe him to be in? nancies 
Mr. Netson. The number business. ‘We 
Mr. Soromon. In what capacity / Mr. 


Mr. Netson. A number banker. 
Mr. Sotomon. Do you—withdraw that. Did you ever hear him 
discuss the number business ¢ 


ployed 
ness: d 


























Mr. Newson. Yes; I have. = 
Mr. Soromon. Would you tell us what you heard, when you heard Mr 
Simkins discuss the number business? Mr. 
Mr. Nexson. I heard he was a banker—I mean, discuss that he was ocemnnls 
a banker. Mr. 
Mr. Sotomon. Did he ever discuss any aspect. of the number busi- Mr. 
ness, ever mention anything which you believed to refer to auunbers! Mr. 
Mr. Netson. Well, the reason, I mean, that I know he was in th Mr. 
numbers business, he said he got sometimes $30,000 or $50,000—— We) 
Senator Weixer. Would you speak up? We are having troubl toa te 
hearing you. Mr. 
Mr. Netson. All right, sir. Mr 
Mr. Sotomon. Did you ever see a man named Shep Shapiro around Mr. 
the Brass Rail? Mr. 
Mr. Netson. I did. Mr. 
Mr. Sotomon. Did you ever see him in conversation with Roger Mr. 
Simkins / Mr 
Mr. Netson. I did. Mr 
Mr. Soromon. Did you ever hear Shep Shapiro discuss anything Mr 
about. the numbers business ? Mr 
Mr. Netson. I heard him talk about hits, something like that—! Mr 
didn’t hear the conversation, just “hits.” Mr 
Mr. Sotomon. Did numbers men hang out at the Brass Rail? Mr 


Mr. Netson. Occasionally they did. 
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Mr. Soromon. Do you remember the names of any of these men 
you believed to be numbers men? 

Mr. Newson. Well, Roy Jones 

The Cuamman. Roy Jones? 

Mr. Newson. Right. 

Mr. Sotomon. Do you recall any other names tay Nelson ? 

Mr. Netson. Well, Whitehead. Whitehead, hi full name—all I 
know is Whitehead. 

Mr. Sotomon. Now, did you ever see Mr. Simkins carrying a sub- 
stantial quantity of money on his person / 

Mr. Newson. I did. 

Mr. Soromon. And in what denominations would you say the bills 
that you saw were ¢ 

Mr. Netson. Well, I seen him—he generally carries his bills in two 
pockets. ‘That is the reason I know, he carries his bills in two pockets. 

Mr. Soromon. Yes, and in what denominations, would you say? 

Mr. Netson. Well, in one side he would have large bills and I seen 
one time, I recall a thousand dollar bill over the top of the roll of 
money. 

Mr. Soromon. And did you see any other large denominations, too? 

Mr. Netson. W ell, I mean, the other poe ‘ket—tens and twenties, 
something like that. 

Mr. SOLOMON. Now, during the time you were night manager of the 
Brass Rail, did you ever at any time engage in any aspect of the 
numbers business ? 

Mr. NELSON. Will you repe at that question / I didn’t hear that. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did vou at any time during the time you were em- 
ployed at the Brass Rail engage in any aspect of the numbers busi- 
ness; did you ever write any numbers? 

Mr. Netson. Oh, no, I never. 

Mr. Sotomon. Never played any numbers? 

Mr. Netson. Never played any numbers. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you ever collect any numbers or any money 
connected with ee ; 

Mr. Netson. No: I didn’t. 

Mr. Soromon. Did you ever pay off on any hits? 

Mr. Netson. No: I didn’t. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you ever—I will withdraw that. 

Were you ever asked by Roger Simkins to assist in taking any money 
toa bank? 

Mr. Newson. T did. 

Mr. Sotomon. And in what form would that money be? 

Mr. Netson. In bags. 

Mr. Sorosyron. And would you go in an automobile to the bank? 

Mr. Netson. I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. What bank did you go to? 

Mr. Netson. Riggs Bank—I don’t know the-——— 

Mr. Soromon. The Riggs Bank braneh—— 

Mr. Netson. At Fourteenth Street and Park Road, IT know. 

Mr. Soromon. And would Simkins gO with you on the occasions? 

Mr. Nevson. He did. 

Mr. Soromon. And did you assist him in carrying it ? 


Mr. Newson. I did. 
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Mr. Sotomon. Now, did the Brass Rail Tavern have an acco 
at the Riggs National Bank or did it have its account at some ot! 


bank ? 


Mr. Netson. I know it didn’t have one at the Riggs Bank, I «1 
pretty s sure it didn’t. 


Mr. Gmemon. Did it have one at the Industrial Bank in Was). 
ington ¢ 


Mr. Nexson. I didn’t bother with the money; I turned it over to 


the day manager; I never did know. 

Mr. Soromon. I see. -When you took the money to the bank 
bags, w: % it mostly coins or bills? 

Mr. NELson. Coins. 

Mr. Sotomon. And would a deposit slip be given to the bank wit! 
the total amount deposited at that time? 

Mr. Newson. I don’t know—the only thing that I recall is that he 
put the money in, and he would just get a receipt back. I don’t know 
I stood there beside him. 

Mr. Sotomon. Do you recall if Mr. Simkins ever counted the money 
himself ? 

Mr. Netson. He did not count the money. 

Mr. Soromon. Did he ever stay in the bank for any length of time 
or would he just leave the money there and then leave? 

Mr. Netson. Well, it would be only 3 or 4 minutes there, if some 
body weren't busy. 

Mr. Soromon. Did you ever go to Mr. Simkin’s home? 

Mr. Netson. I did. 

Mr. Soromon. What address is that ? 

Mr. Netson. It is on Twelfth Street—I don’t know the address. 

The CuatrrmMan. Do you mean Twelfth Street, Washington, D. C.! 

Mr. Netson. Twelfth Street NE. I don’t remember the correct 
address. 

The Cuairman. Twelfth Street NE in Washington, D. C.? 

Mr. Netson. Yes; Washington, D. C., sir. 

Mr. Sotomon. Now, did you ever see a safe in his home? 

Mr. Newson. I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. About how big was the safe that you saw ? 

Mr. Newson. Well, it was a small-size safe, it was just about as 
high as this chair, a little higher, I mean just this part here. 

Mr. Sotomon. The witness is indicating one of the leather chairs. 

Now, who was the day manager of this tavern 4 

Mr. Newson. Well, his name was—they called him Preacher 
Saunders. 

Mr. Soromon. What hours did you work? 

Mr. Netson. I worked 6 o’clock to 2 a. m. 

Mr. Sotomon. That is the closing hour? 

Mr. Netson. That is right. 

Mr. Sotomon. And Saunders worked from 9 to 6? 

Mr. Nexson. From 9 to 6. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you have a day off each week ? 

Mr. Newson. I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. And he had one once a week ? 

Mr. Netson. That is right. 

Mr. Soromon. And when he had his day off did you take both 
shifts, the day and night shifts? 
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Mr. Newson. I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. So you worked from 9 a. m. until 2 a. m. the next 
day ¢ 

Mr. Netson. That is right. 

Mr. Sotomon. Now, on any of these occasions when Saunders was 
on day duty were you ever in the Brass Rail ? 

Mr. Nexson. I was. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did Saunders ever introduce you to any officials of 
any commission or board of the District government ¢ 

Mr. Netson. Introduced me to ABC inspectors. 

Mr. Sotomon. Alcoholic Beverage Control inspectors, is that right? 

Mr. Netson. That is right. 

Mr. Sotromon. And on those occasions did he introduce you by 
ni — 

Mr. Netson. | beg pardon ? 

Mr. Sotomon. Did he introduce you to these men and give you their 
names ¢ 

Mr. Netson. He did. 

Mr. Sotomon. Do you remember what happened when you were 
introduced to these ABC inspectors? 

Mr. Netson. Well, I don’t know that—he introduced me and he 
passed them some money. 

Mr. Soromon. How much money, do you recall, was it that Saun- 
ders passed to ABC inspectors ¢ 

Mr. Netson. He gave each one $25. That was in the office. 

Mr. Soromon. In what denomination were those bills? 

Mr. Netson. Well, I don’t know—one of them I do remember, a 
20 anda5. I do know the others were $25—he said, “Here is $25.” 

Mr. Sotomon. Do you recall the names of those inspectors? 

Mr. Netson. I don’t recall their names now. I cannot recall their 
names. 

Mr. Sotomon. Now, on any occasion when you did the day and 
night shifts did Mr. Simkins ever leave with you or give you any 
instructions as to any packages? 

Mr. Netson. He did. 

Mr. Sotomon. On how many occasions? 

Mr. Netson. Well, to my recollection, two that I can recall. 

Mr. Sotomon. How far apart were these occasions 4 

Mr. Netson. Well, they were I would say 3 weeks, a month, some- 
thing. Iam not exact on the dates. 

_ Sotomon. Now, on the first occasion do you recall what kind 

fa package Mr. Simkins gave you / 

"'e Netson. He gave me a small envelope. 

Mr. Soomon. What kind of an env elope was it? 

Mr. Netson. Just a small envelope, white envelope. 

Mr. Sotomon. A letter-size envelope, you would say? 

Mr. Newson. Letter size. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did it have any name on the outside ? 

Mr. Netson. One name was on it. 

Mr. Sotomon. What name was that? 

Mr. Nexson. Pittman. 

Mr. Sotomon. Do you know a man by the name of Pittman? 

Mr. Nexson. I do. 

Mr. Sotomon. Who is he? 
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Mr. Nerson. Lieutenant Pittman. 

Mr. Sotomon. Is he a member of the Metropolitan Police Depart 
ment ¢ 

Mr. Netson. He is. 

Mr. Sotomon. What precinct is he attached to? 

Mr. Netson. Thirteenth. 

Mr. Sotomon. The Brass Rail was in No. 2? 

Mr. Netson. That is right. 

Mr. Soromon. And Mr. Simkins lived in No. 13? 

Mr. Nexson. Lived in No.—I don’t know whether he lives in No. 13 
or—I don’t know whether he lived there. 

Mr. Sotomon. Would you describe the size or the weight or the 
feel of this envelope? 

Mr. Nexson. Well, it just—I mean, just like an ordinary envelope. 
What I mean, I—— 

Mr. Sotomon. Was the envelope sealed ? 

Mr. Newson. It was. 

Mr. Soromon. Did you see the contents of the envelope ? 

Mr. Neuson. I did not. 

Mr. Soromon. Did it feel as though it had one sheet of paper 
inside ? 

Mr. Netson. I can’t tell whether it was one sheet. You know, | 
mean, just by the feel of it, I couldn’t just say whether one sheet—— 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you have any idea of what the contents of the 
envelope were / 

Mr. Netson. No, I couldn’t just exactly say. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did it appear to be bulky or light? 

Mr. Netson. Well, I mean, of course, that occasion I cannot recall 
whiether that was bulky. 

Mr. Soromon. On that occasion when you were given an envelope 
with the name Pittman on the outside of it, what did Mr. Simkins 
tell you? 

Mr. Netson. He told me that there would be—that Lieutenant 
Pittman would ask for a package and give him that package. 

Mr. Soromon. Did Lieutenant Pittman come to the Brass Rail? 

Mr. Netson. He did. 

Mr. Soromon. About what time of the day would you say that 
would be? 

Mr. Netson. I cannot—it was in the daytime. I just cannot be exact 
about it. 

Mr. Sotomon. Now, on that occasion did Mr. Pittman speak to you; 
did Lieutenant Pittman speak to you? 

Mr. Newtson. He did. 

Mr. Sotomon. What did he say ? 

Mr. Netson. He asked me if Mr. Simkins left something for him. 

Mr. Sotomon. What did you say ? 

Mr. Netson. I said he did. 

Mr. Sotomon. What did you do? 

Mr. Newtson. Gave it to him, 

Senator Butter. May I ask a question? 

Mr. SoLomon. Yes, sir. 

Senator Butter. How long did you have that envelope in your 
possession ? 

Mr. Netson. About 1 hour or 2 hours, I cannot be exact. 
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Senator Bur.er. Did you make any effort to determine what was 
in it? 

Mr. Netson. No, I did not. 

Senator Butter. Did you look at it in the light? 

Mr. Netson. I did not. 

Senator Butter. Where did you have it during the hour and a half 
or so? 

Mr. Netson. In the hour and a half I had it in my pocket. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did Lieutenant Pittman come to the Brass Rail in 
uniform or civilian clothes ? 

Mr. Netson. Uniform. 

Mr. Sotomon. On the second occasion did Mr. Simkins leave any en- 
velopes with you ¢ : 

Mr. Newtson. He did. 

Mr. Sotomon. What kind of envelopes were they on that occasion ? 

Mr. Netson. They were brown envelopes. 

Mr. Soromon. How would you characterize them ? 

Mr. Netson. Well, it was something like—you know, you go to a 
bank, and they are brown, sealed at the top. 

Mr. Sotomon. Like pay or change envelopes? 

Mr. Netson. That is right. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did any of these envelopes have a name on the out- 
side ¢ 

Mr. Newson. No, they did not. 

Mr. Sotomon. On the occasions he would leave the brown envelopes 
with you, did Mr. Simkins give you the names of any person who 
would come to call for them ¢ 

Mr. Newson. He did not. 

Mr. Sotomon. What did he say? 

Mr. Nevtson. He would give me an envelope and say, “There will 
be a man in here, shortly, he will ask for it, give it to him.” 

Mr. Sotomon. Would such a man come ! 

Mr. Netson. He did. 

Mr. Sotomon. And what did he ask you? 

Mr. Netson. He asked if Simkins left something for him. 

Mr. Soromon. And would you give it to him? 

Mr. Newson. I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. Do you remember the name of that man? 

Mr. Netson. No; I do not. 

Mr. Sotomon. There was no name on the envelope ? 

Mr. Netson. There was no name. 

Mr. Sotomon. Was he a white man or a colored man ? 

Mr. Netson. A white man. 

Senator Butter. Get him to describe him. 

Mr. Sotomon. Would you be able to describe the man to whom you 
gave this envelope? 

Mr. Netson. I couldn’t; I wouldn’t know him. I mean, he was a 
white man, you know, he was just a white man—— 

Mr. Soromon. Did you ever see him before ? 

Mr. Netson. To the best of my recollection I couldn’t recall seeing 
him before. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you ever see him after that ¢ 

Mr. Netson. I don’t believe—if I did, I couldn’t recall it. 
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Mr. Sotomon. Now, you were in the Brass Rail and you were em 
ployed at the Brass Rail for an extensive period of time. About 
how long? 

Mr. NELson. Little over a year, [ imagine. 

Mr. Sotomon. During that time was it customary that white men 
came into that place? 

Mr. Netson. Very seldom we ever had a white man there. 

Mr. Sotomon. Do you recall the names of any white men you did 
see in that restaurant ? 

Mr. Newson. Yes. 

Mr. Sotomon. Who were they? 

Mr. Netson. I have seen men Mr. Simkins introduced as Clark and 
Ogle. 

Mr. Sotomon. Will you repeat that, please ? 

Mr. Netson. Ogle and Clark. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did he introduce you to them or did he just point 
them out to you? 

Mr. Netson. He pointed them out to me. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did he tell you who those men were ¢ 

Mr. Netson. He said they were detectives, that is all. 

The CuarrMan. He said they were what ? 

Mr. Nexson. Detectives. 

Mr. Sotomon. Now, on the occasions or occasion when you saw 
Detectives Ogle and Clark at the Brass Rail, would you tell us what 
you saw transpiring or what you saw happen between them and Mr. 
Simkins ? 

Mr. Nevtson. Well, Mr. Simkins was talking to them and then he 
takes one of them downstairs. 

Mr. Sotomon. Is that to the cellar? 

Mr. Netson. That is right. 

Mr. Sotomon. How long did he remain downstairs ? 

Mr. Netson. Well, I would say approximately 5 or 10 minutes. 

Mr. Sovomon. And then would both of them return to the main 
floor ? 

Mr. Netson. Well, just one went down there. 

Mr. Sotomon. One, and then would Mr. Simkins come back up 
with that one? 

Mr. Newtson. That is right. 

Mr. Sotomon. And when he would, what would happen? 

Mr. Netson. Well, then he would go down with the other gentleman. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did he ever tell you or make any remark about the 
incident of the kind that you just described ? 

Mr. Netson. Well, I mean, when he came up he said, “Never let you 
left hand know what your right hand is doing.” 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you ever hear Mr. Simkins make : any reference | 
his associations or influence with the Police Department ? 

Mr. Netson. Yes; he made them. 

Mr. Sotomon. What were those references, Mr. Nelson ? 

Mr. Netson. He said—he spoke that he had protection, you know, 
from the policemen. 

Mr. Soromon. What else did he say ? 

Mr. Netson. He mentioned that. 

The CHatrMaNn. Read those last answers. 

(Record read.) 
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e en) Mr. Soromon. Did he say anything else about his power or influence 
About or what he could do? 

Mr. Nevson. Well, he didn’t speak it right then. I know on occa- 
sion he said when policemen come in, he said, “I will have that little 
suit taken off of you,” that was about some of his remarks. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did he at any time mention the names of any other 
officers or officials of the Police Department, that you recall? 

Mr. Newtson. Well, he mentioned one time Captain Strange. 

Mr. Sotomon. Whom did you know Captain Strange to be? 

Mr. Netson. A policeman. 

Mr. Soromon. And was he the commanding officer of the precinct, 

kK and as far as you know ¢ 

Mr. Netson. That is right. 

Mr. Soromon. What precinct / 

Mr. Netson. I don’t know—I think it was No. 2. 

Mr. Sotomon. Now, some time prior to— 

Senator Burter. May I ask a question? I do not think the record 
should be left in that condition. 

In what connection = he mention his name? 

Mr. Netson. Well, Captain Strange was in there at one time and 
he mentioned, “That was Captain Strange,” to me. 

Senator Butter. Oh, I see. He did not mention anything more? 

Mr. Netson. No; that is all he said, “That was Captain Strange.” 

Senator Buriter. Thank you. 

Mr. Sotomon. Sometime prior to January 8, 1948, did you get to 
know a sergeant detective, Sgt. Reuben Nic hols ? 

Mr. Nerson. I did. 

Mr. Soromon. And would you describe briefly for us, Mr. Nelson, 
what Mr. Nichols’ relationship was with him ? 

Mr. Netson. Well, I mean, he was just—he taken him as a friend. 

Mr. Sotomon. And did you talk to him on occasions ¢ 

| Mr. Nexson. I did. 
main Mr. Soromon. In the Brass Rail? 

Mr. Neuson. I did. 

Mr. Soromon. What would be the subject of the conversation at 

< up the time? 

Mr. Netson. Well, I mean, he has always told me to be careful, that 
[ was in a tough neighborhood. 

| The Cuarrman. The subcommittee is now adjourned until 2 o'clock. 
man, (Whereupon, at 12 noon, the subcommittee recessed to reconvene at 
| the - 2p.m., this same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


The CHatrMan. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. Sotomon. Mr. Nelson, please. 

Che Cuarman. Mr. Witness, please speak out so that we can hear 
Vou. 


FURTHER TESTIMONY OF CHARLES H. NELSON 


Mr. Netson. Talk out louder? All right, sir. 

Mr. Soromon. Mr. Nelson, on January 8, 1948, about 2:45 a. m., 
were you in the Brass Rail Tavern ? 

Mr. Nexson. I was. 
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Mr. Sotomon. Two o’clock was the closing hour; is that correct ? 

Mr. Netson. Correct. 

Mr. Sotomon. What were you doing about 2:45 a. m., that morn 
ing ? 

Mr. Netson. I was counting the night’s receipts. 

Mr. Sotomon. And where were you counting these receipts? 

Mr. Netson. In the office. 

Mr. Sotomon. Who else was in the tavern with you at that time? 

Mr. Netson. A waitress, Mrs. Granger, Willie Granger, and my 
wife. 

Mr. Sotomon. About that time did anything happen ? 

Mr. Netson. Yes. 

The Chairman. Anything unusual? 

Mr. Soromon. Anything unusual? Yes, sir. 

Mr. Nerson. At that time I was counting the receipts. I don't 
know whether it was Miss Granger or my wife hollered and said 
somebody was knocking on the door, trying to get in. 

Mr. Sotomon. What did you do? 

Mr. Newson. I kept on counting the receipts. 

Mr. Soromon. Did anything happen after that? 

Mr. Newson. Well, she came back again, and by that time I he: ard 
the knock on the door, and she came back and said, “Mr. Nelson, you'd 
better come to the door, This man said, ‘If you don’t open up I'll 
open it up for you’. 

Mr. Soromon. What did you do? 

Mr. Netson. There was a gun in the safe which we kept. The safe 
was open at the time and I got the gun and at that time I had a holster 
and I put the gun in the holster on my left-hand side. 

Mr. Sotomon. You are left-handed, aren't you ? 

Mr. Netson. Yes; I’m left-handed. 

Mr. Soromon. What did you do? 

Mr. Netson. And I approached the door. This man was at the 
door. Of course, it was inside. We have a vestibule there and he 
was right on the inside door, so I opened the door. 

Mr. Sotomon. Whom did you see ? 

Mr. Netson. I seen, now that I know, Leake, Piggy Leake. 

Mr. Soromon. Had you ever seen him before, Mr. Nelson ? 

Mr. Netson. I’ve never seen that man before. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did he say something to you? 

Mr. Newtson. He did. 

Mr. Soromon. What did he say? 

Mr. Nexson. He asked for Roger Simkins. 
for Roger Simkins.’ 

Mr. Sotomon. What did you say? 

Mr. Netson. I told him he wasn’t in there. 

Mr. Soromon. Did he say anything? 

Mr. Nerson. He looked around, and I told him he’d better go out. 
He looked around in the place and I stood in front of the door. He 
didn’t come over past me at the time. I blocked the door. I had 
~ door open but I was in front of the door. 

I said, “You better go on out.” I figured the man, you know, was 
just knocking and mostly a lot of times, occasionally there has been 
drunks that knocked at the door, never paid no attention to it. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did he say anything else? 


He said, “I’m looking 
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Mr. Netson. No, hedidn’t. I told him he better go out. He walked 
out, started out. 

Mr. Sotomon. And did he get out on the sidewalk ? 

Mr. Netson. He did. 

Mr. Soromon. What happened after that ? 

Mr. Netson. As soon as—there’s a vestibule door, and it has a spring 
on it. The spring wasn’t on the door. The door opens out into the 
street. When he got out to the street, approximately the distance 
from this gentleman in front of me, he turned around and he shot me. 

Mr. Sotomon. The witness has indicated a distance of about 7 or 8 
feet, I believe. 

Mr. Netson. Iimagine. I can’t tell you just the distance. I don’t 
know. 

Mr. Soromon. Where did he strike you? Where did the bullet 
strike you 4 

Mr. Netson. He struck me right in the right breast, in the nipple 
of my breast. 

Mr. Sotomon. What happened after that? 

Mr. Netson. Well, after he shot me I fell up against the door and 
he started towards the street. Well, I was able—it was a shock. 
The reaction was just a stun. I don’t know. A person—the first 
time I’ve ever been shot. It was just a stun. I reached and got 
my gun and I shot. 

Mr. Sotomon. And after that what happened? 

Mr. Netson. Well, I turned around. After I shot IT could hear 
shots. At that time I heard noise. I couldn't say actually whether 
they were shots, but I could hear the noise and they seemed to me 
like they were shots. I came inside the vestibule door. I was in 
the vestibule door. I came from that door inside. 

I think that I leaned against a window and I broke the pane out 
in the window, and that’s the time that I put my gun through the 
window, and I don’t recall whether I shot again. I know I only had 
at that time a few bullets in that gun because the gun that was 
there was in the safe and I do know that Roger put it in there, which 
he told me he had a fellow Jack, a policeman named Jack, a gun I 
found did belong to Jack. He told me it belonged to a policeman. 

Mr. Sotromon. I see. 

Now, you were taken to the hospital ? 

Mr. Netson. I was. 

Mr. Sotomon. Freedmen’s Hospital ? 

Mr. Netson. That’s right. 

Mr. Sotomon. When you got to the hospital, the emergency room. 
did you see anybody that you recognized ? 

Mr. Netson. I did. 

Mr. Soromon. Who was that? 

Mr. Netson. Piggy Leake. 

Mr. Soromon. Describe what you saw when you got into this room. 
Mr. Nevson. Well, when I came in I don’t recall whether it was two 
ag n, but one of them, named Officer True, was with me, and I 
said, “There’s the man that shot me.” He was smoking a cigarette on 
the table and he h ad his back on to the side, was sitting to the side, 
and he had his back to the side. I said, “There’s the man that shot 


me,” as soon as I got into this room. I don’t know just exactly what 
room, 
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Mr. Soromon. Did you go over to him or say anything to him! 

Mr. Netson. I started over and asked him oe did he shoot me. 

Mr. Soromon. What did he say? 

Mr. Netson. Not one word. 

The Cuamman. You say that you shot at this man after he shit 
you? 

Mr. Netson. That’s right. 

The Cuairman. Did you hit him? 

Mr. Netson. Well, I recall—I don’t know whether I hit him or not 

I don’t know. When I shot I couldn’t say because in the middle 
the street he stumbled at the curb. I couldn’t say whether I hit hi: 
because I did tell the policeman—asked me at the Brass Rail when h he 

‘ame in—when I was shot they called the police and asked me who shot 
me and I told him I didn’t know who shot me. He asked me did I }ii 
him. I said I fired at him. I don’t know. 

I can’t recall whether I shot once or twice through that window 
I don’t know. 

The CHarrmMan. Ww ere you shooting at this man who had shot you’? 

Mr. Netson. That’s right. I was shooting out. The reason T was 
shooting at this man is because this man stumbled to the curb. He 
stumbled at the curb when he was going away. 

The Cirarrman. Immediately after he had shot you? 

Mr. Netson. That was afterward, after I didn’t know whether I 
hit him or not, and I was shooting at him. 

The CHatmrman. And you saw this man after you had been taken 
to the hospital? 

Mr. Netson. That’s right. 

The CirarrMan. His back was toward you? 

Mr. Netson. His back was—I hit him in the back. As I under 
stood, I hit him in the back. I didn’t know I was shooting at him. 

The Cuatrman. Did you recognize him as the man who had sho! 
you? 
’ Mr. Netson. He was the man I recognized at the door. 

The Crarrman. Did you ascertain then whether he had_ been 
crippled or hit? 

Mr. Netson. No, I really didn’t know whether I really hit him 
when I was shooting at him. I didn’t know, 

The Cuarrman. I mean when you recognized him at the hospital. 

Mr. Netson. Oh, ves. I asked him, “Why did you shoot me?” 

The CuHarrman. Did you learn whether you had hit him? 

Mr. Newson. I didn’t ask him that. 

The Cuairman. Did he show a sign of having been hurt? 

Mr. Nevson. Will you repeat that? I couldn’t understand. 

The Crarrman. Is the man that shot you and at whom you shot 
the man you saw in the hospital ? 

Mr. Nevson. That’s right; he was at the hospital. 

The Cuamman. Did you find out whether you had struck 
man when you shot at him? 

Mr. Netson. Yes. I found out I struck him. 

The Cuarrman. Did you hit him? 

Mr. Netson. I must have hit him. I thought I hit him. T found 
out later that he was hit by that bullet. I said, “There’s the mai 
that shot me.” 
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The Cuarman. How far was this man from you when you re- 
turned -_ fire ¢ 

Mr. Netson. How far what? Repeat that, please. 

The Cuamman. After that man shot you, you returned his fire? 

Mr. Netson. That’s right. 

The Cuarrman. How far was he from you when you shot at him ¢ 

Mr. Newson. It was approximately to a curb, I would say to where 
you are, to where you are. 

’ The Cuarrman. You say you had never seen him before? 

Mr. Netson. I have never seen that man before. 

The Cuairman. Did you at the hospital learn his name? 

Mr. Neuson. I found out his name at the hospital. That was 
after I got into the hospital I found out. 

That's right. 

The Cuairman. Was that the first time you knew his name? 

Mr. Netson. That’s the first time. 

The Cuairman. Had you ever heard his name before? 

Mr. Netson. Never heard that man’s name before. 

The Cuairmman. Had you ever had any difficulty with him before 
that time / 

Mr. Newson. I beg your pardon / 

The Cuarmman. Had you ever had any difficulty with this man 
before he shot vou 4 

Mr. Neztson. No, I hadn't. 

The Cuamman. You had never had any trouble of any kind with 
him ¢ 

Mr. Netson. Oh no, no, no. That is the reason I didn’t under- 
stand it, Senator. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Solomon, proceed. 

Mr. Soromon. While you were in the hospital, Mr. Nelson, you 
were operated on / 

Mr. Netson. That’s right. 

Mr. Soromon. Now you say that the bullet struck in your right 
breast ; is that correct / 

Mr. Netson. That’s right. 

Mr. Sotomon. Was that bullet removed at any time / 

Mr. Netson. No; it has never been removed. 

Mr. Soromon. You are still carrying that bullet in your right 
lung ? 

Mr. Netson. That’s right. 

Mr. Sotomon. While you were in the hospital that morning, did 
some officers come to see you and did they have any conversation with 
you ¢ 

Mr. Netson. Yes, they did. 

Mr. Sotomon. How many officers spoke with you that you recall ? 

Mr. Netson. Two. 

Mr. Soromon. And did they identify themselves by name or by 
their assignment to any particular police squad ¢ 

Mr. Netson. They did. I believe they did. 

Mr. Sotomon. What did they say? Who did they say they were? 

Mr. Nenson. They sald they were detectives. I remember this was 
detective so and so, but I can’t recall the names. 

Mr. Sotomon. You don’t recall the names of the officers ¢ 

Mr. Netson. No, I don’t. 
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Mr. Sotomon. Were they in uniform or were they in plain clothes ? 

Mr. Netson. Plain clothes. 

Mr. Sotomon. They were detectives ? 

Mr. Netson. That’s right. 

Mr. Sotomon. Do you recall the appearance of any officer that spoke 
to you, any one of these detectives? What did he look like? Do 
you remember what either of these detectives looked like ? 

Mr. Netson. Well, I tell you, the only thing that I can recall, they 
had sideburns was gray. That is all I can rec ollect. 

Mr. Soromon. A man with gray sideburns? 

Mr. Netson. That’s all. 

Mr. Sotomon. Now do you remember what either one of these 
oflicers said to you at the time that they were at your bedside in the 
hospital ¢ 

Mr. Netson. I do. 

Mr. Soromon. And what do you remember them saying or either 
one of them saying ¢ 

Mr. Netson. One of them said, “The reason you got shot was Sim- 
kins had Leake’s place knocked off or raided,” I can’t recall the word, 
but it was knocked off or raided. I can’t recall just exactly what 
that was. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did Simkins come to visit you that night ? 

Mr. Netson. No, he didn’t. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did he come at any time within the next few days? 

Mr. Netson. A day or two that I can recall that he did come. 

Mr. Soromon. And do you remember what the conversation was 
when he visited you at the hospital ? 

Mr. Netson. Yes. He came in. He spoke to me and he said that 
he was sorry and asked me what had happened. I said, “The man 
came there looking for you,” and he says, “Where is the S. B.?” 

Mr. Sotomon. What did he say ? 

Mr. Newtson. He said, “Where is that S. B.?” He knew he was in 
the hospital, I presume. 

Mr. Sotomon. What did you say to him ? 

Mr. Newson. I told him he was right across in the same ward. He 
was in the ward at that time. I said, “There he is over there.” 

Mr. Sotomon. Who were you pointing at ? 

Mr. Netson. Leake. 

Mr. Sotomon. What did Simkins do? 

Mr. Nevson. Went over to him. 

Mr. Soromon. And did you see them apparently in conversation ? 

Mr. Netson. I heard them talking. I don’t know what 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you hear what they said to each other? 

Mr. Netson. No, I didn't. 

Mr. Soromon. At that time or at any time while you were in the 
hospital, did Mr, Simkins say anything to you about what his inten- 
tions were for the future $ 

Mr. Netson. Yes, he did. 

Mr. Soromon. What did he say to you? 

Mr. Nevson. He said he was going to prosecute Leake. 

Mr. Sotomon. How long were you in the hospital ? 

Mr. NELson. Approxim: ately I would say 3 weeks to my knowledge, 
the best of my'recollection. 

Mr. Sotomon. That would be about the end of January ? 
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Mr. Netson. That’s right. 

Mr. Sotomon. Who paid for this hospital bill 4 

Mr. Netson. Simkins told me he paid it. 

Mr. Sotomon. During the time that you were in the hospital were 
you in any other room other than a ward ¢ 

Mr. Newtson. Oh, yes. I was removed. I was there a few days and 
| was removed to a private room. 

Mr. Sotomon. And who paid for that / 

Mr. Netson. Simkins said he paid it. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you have any special nursing facilities or any 
special nurses attending you ¢ 
Mr. Netson. I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. And who paid for that? 

Mr. Netson. He did. He said he did. 

Mr. Soromon. You were being paid 875 a week prior to the time of 
this incident. Did Mr. Simkins pay your salary during this period 
of time ¢ 

Mr. Netson. He did. 

Mr. Soromon. And did he pay it for any period of time after you 
got out of the hospital 

Mr. Netson. My best recollection, he paid it a few weeks, a week 
orso. I can’t recall the time. 

Mr. Soromon. And after the time that Mr. Simkins stopped pay- 
ing you your salary, what source of income did you have / 

Mr. Netson. The only income I had was from the insurance com- 
pany. 

Mr. Sotomon. What is that, an employees liability, something of 
that sort ¢ 

Mr. Netson. That’s right. 

Mr. Sotomon. How much did you get from the insurance company 4 

Mr. Netson. Twenty-five dollars a week. 

Mr. Soromon. And do you remember the name of the insurance 
company ¢ 

Mr. Netson. It was the Royal Insurance Co. 

Mr. Soromon. Of this city ? 

Mr. Nevson. Of Washington, D. C. 

Mr. Soromon. How long did you stay home recuperating ? 

Mr. Netson. Approximately—lI can't tell the time 

Mr. SoLtomon. Approximately, Mr. Nelson. 

Mr. Netson. You mean the whole time ¢ 

Mr. Sotomon. How long were you confined to your bed or your 
apartment ? 

Mr. Netson. I think it was a week or two to my best knowledge. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did Mr. Simkins visit you after you got out of the 
hospital ? : 

Mr. Netson. He did. 

Mr. Sotomon. Do you remember anything unusual about the first 
visit that he made to you? 

Mr. Netson. Yes; I do. 

Mr. Soromon. What was that? 

Mr. Netson. Well, he came to visit me and my wife asked him for 
his coat and he had his coat on his arm and she got the coat, put it 
to the hanger, and he said, “Just a minute.” 

94273—52—pt. 1—_—16 
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He went back and he reached in his coat pocket and he pulled out 
what I had seen before and which I couldn’t say directly was a gu, 
but I just noticed the pearl handle. I know he had that. I didn‘ 
see the whole, just the pearl part of the gun. As I say, I don’t say 
it was a gun, but I presume I seen something of the pearl handle. 

Mr. Sotomon. You saw the pearl handle. You did not see thy 
whole barrel ¢ 

Mr. Netson. No; I didn’t. 

Mr. Sotomon. Had you seen Simkins in possession of a pear! 
handled weapon ¢ 

Mr. Netson. I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. What kind of a weapon was it / 

Mr. Netson. It was a .22. 

Mr. Sotomon. Automatic? 

Mr. Newson. It was an automatic; that’s right. 

Mr. Sotomon. And where had you seen it on a previous occasion’ 

Mr. Newson. He has pulled it, you know, previous into the Rail, 
L’ve noticed him taking it out of his pocket at the Rail. 

Mr. Sotomon. When he was at your house on this first occasion, you 
say he took the gun out of his inside coat pocket. Where did he put it/ 

Mr. Neutson. He put it on his inside coat, as this coat. 

Mr. Sovomon. Jacket pocket. 

Mr. Netson. Of his coat pocket, suit pocket rather. 

Mr. Sotomon. On this occasion did he give you any money / 

Mr. Netson. No; not that occasion he didn’t. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did he ever give you any cash ¢ 

Mr. Netson. He did. 

Mr. Sotomon. And when was that ? 

Mr. Netson. The next visit he came he gave me approximately 
$50 or $60, 1 can’t recall; but he gave me cash money. 

Mr. Sotomon. Now, on this second occasion, would you tell thi 
committee what the substance of his conversation with you was. Whi 
did he talk about ¢ 

Mr. Neison. The second occasion he came out he was talking about 
he was going to prosecute Leake and that he was going to give me 
» or 4 thousand dollars, 

Mr. Soromon. What was this sum of money going to be given t 
you for ¢ 

Mr. Neuson. ‘To compensate me for being shot. 

Mr. Soromon. Did he give you any promises as to what he would 
do for you ¢ 


Mr. Nexson. He said that I wouldn't have to worry about anything. 


that as long as he had a cent 1 would have a half a cent and he thoug!it 
he would have some, just them words. He said, “I think Pll hav 
some to give you.” 

Mr. Sotomon. How did he describe his intentions with respect | 
prosecuting Leake? How did he describe that to you? Do you 
happen to remember any phrase that he used in connection with 
that / 

Mr. Nevson. He said that he was going to—I can’t recall that co: 
versation—that he was going to prosecute him, I can recollect. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did he use the word “prosecute” or did he use some 
other word ? 

Mr. Netson. Oh, he used the words “I’m going to burn him up.” 
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Mr. Soromon, “I’m going to burn him up”? 

Mr. Nexson. “Burn him up”; that’s the words. 

Mr. Sotomon. Some time later, after you recuperated, did you go 
down to the courthouse or the District Attorney’s office ? 

Mr. Newson. I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. And at that time had Simkins indicated to you what 
assistance he would give you or provide for you legally in this prosecu- 
tion ¢ 

Mr. Newson. Yes, he did. 

Mr. Soromon. What did he say ? 

Mr. Netson. He said he would furnish me with an attorney. 

Mr. Sovomon. Did he mention the name of any attorney to you? 

Mr. Newson. He did. 

Mr. Soromon. What name did he mention? 

Mr. Netson. Schwartz. 

Mr. Sotomon. Do you remember the first name ? 

Mr. Newson. No; I don’t. 

Mr. Sotomon. When you went down to the courthouse, did you go 
to the District Attorney's office ? 

Mr. Netson. Yes; I did go down. I didn’t go in his office; went 
down to the District Attorney, in that building. 

Mr. Sotomon. You went to the building? 

Mr. Nextson. That’s right. 

Mr. Soromon. You say you did not go into his office ? 

Mr. Newson. No. 

Mr. Sotomon. Where did you go? 

Mr. Nevson. If I can recall, it was into a place where they make 
reports, and I know it said, “District attorney’s office is in the corner 
of the building.” I don’t remember. 

Mr. Sotomon. Who did you see there? Did anybody come up and 
speak to you or say anything to you? 

Mr. Netson. No; they didn't. I got a piece of paper, a warrant 
to go down there, and I looked around, which Simkins told me that 
Schwartz would meet me there. Well, I didn’t see him and so I 
called Simkins and he said that he’s up in court. I think he had a 
case up in Goldsborough—up in court. I don’t know whether it was 
Goldsborough or not. I don’t know. 

Mr. Sotomon. And did you meet Mr. Schwartz that day in the 
DA’s office ? 

Mr. Netson. Not in the D.A’s office. 

Mr. Sotomon. Or in the hallway outside / 

Mr. Neuson. I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did he introduce himself to you? 

Mr. Netson. He did. 

Mr. Sotomon. Now tell me, at this time when you were in the hall- 
way of the DA’s office, were you a witness or a defendant in this case 4 

Mr. Netson. I was a witness. 

Mr. Sotomon. Had you been arrested at this point ? 

Mr. Netson. No; I hadn't. 

Mr. Sotomon. You say that Mr. Schwartz came and spoke to you 
in the hallway ? 

Mr. Nevson. He did. 

Mr. Sotomon. What did Mr. Schwartz say to you? 
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Mr. Netson. Mr. Schwartz said that we were going into the Dis 
trict Attorney’s office. 

Mr. Soromon. And did he say what would happen, if anything, in 
there? 

Mr. Netson. No. He said that I was going in and Leake was go 
ing in and he was going in and Leake’s lawyer was going in. 

Mr. Sotomon. What would happen / 


Mr. Netson. He said he was going to get it straightened out. He 
said, “I’m going to get this straightened,” that word “straightened.” 


1 don’t know; just the word “straightened.” 
Mr. Sotomon. What did you say to that ? 
Mr. Netson. When he said “straightened,” I said, “What about 


my money, 5 or 4 thousand dollars Simkins offered?” And he spoke 


and said, “I have nothing to do with that end. You better see Sim 
kins.” 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you go into the office that afternoon ? 

Mr. Netson. No: I didn’t. 

Mr. Sotomon. Where did you go? 

Mr. Netson. I came back home. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you see Simkins after this incident ? 

Mr. Netson. I called him and I met Simkins at the Brass Rail. 

Mr. Soromon. Will you tell us what the conversation was that you 
had with Simkins at the Brass Rail when you went to see him? 

Mr. Netson. When I went to the Brass Rail to see Simkins, I told 
Simkins. He said, “What’s wrong?” I said, “I was down there and 
the attorne y wi anted me to go into the District Attorney’s office and 
I objected.” I said, “You said you was going to give me 3 to 4 thou 
sand dollars. You said you were going to compe nsate me.” 

“Oh, Lam going to give you that after it’s over. 

I said, “What over?” He said, “I am going to have the attorne “y” 

I heard the word “nol prosse.” I don’t know. He said “nol prosse, 
that’s what I thought. I didn’t know what nol prosse was. That's 
what he told me. He was going to have it nol prossed. 

Mr. Soromon. What did you say to that? 

Mr. Netson. I told him about the money. I says, “No.” I said, 
“T wouldn't do that.” So he told me—I don’t know whether I told 
him or he told me—I’d better get myself a lawyer, that he had a good 
lawyer for me, so I better cet. my own self a lawyer. I don’t know 
whether I told him or he told me. 

Mr. Sotomon. In any event, you went home? 

Mr. Netson. I went home. 

Mr. Sotomon. Now tell us what efforts did you make to get an at 
torney for yourself? 

Mr. Netson. The efforts I made, I called into West Virginia. 

Mr. Sotomon. Is that where you live? Is that where you wer 
born ¢ 

Mr. Netson. That’s right. 

Mr. Sotomon. Whereabouts ? 

Mr. Netson. In Fairmont, W. Va. 

Mr. Soromon. And whom did you call in Fairmont, W. Va. ? 

Mr. Newson. I called a friend, a lady that’s been knowing me from 
birth. I mean she’s been knowing me ever since I have been going 
to school. 

Mr. Soromon. What is her name? 
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Mr. Netson. Mrs. Kenny Clark. 

Mr. Sotomon. And did she refer you toa lawyer ? 

Mr. Netson. Yes. She’s the county clerk there and she referred 
me to a lawyer. 

Mr. Sotomon. Whom did she refer you to? 

Mr. Netson. Well, when I called her I asked her about Frank C. 
Hamen and she said Frank C. Hamen was not in Fairmont now, he’s 
in Charleston, W. Va., and he is a supreme court judge there, and 
she said, “I will call him and ask him. I don’t know of any lawyers 
in Washington. I will call him and ask him whether he knows one,” 
so I got his phone number and I said, “Well, maybe I better call him.” 
So the only way that I got it, I think that I got it through informa- 
tion, his phone number and his ad lress. 

Mr. Sotomon. You spoke to Frank C. Hamen over the telephone ? 

Mr. NELSON. I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did he refer you to some lawyer in Washington, 
D.C. ? 

Mr. Newtson. He did. 

Mr. Sovomon. And whom did you go to see? 

Mr. Newson. He referred me toa lawyer; was named Bastian. 

Mr. Soromon. Did you go see Mr. Bastian / 

Mr. Newtson. I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. And did he take your case ¢ 

Mr. Netson. No; he didn’t. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did he refer you to someone else / 

Mr. Newtson. He referred me and said he couldn't take it because 
he had cases and that he would refer me to another attorney. 

Mr. SOLOMON. Did he mention another attorney's name ¢ 

Mr. Netson. He mentioned an attorney’s name and I just can’t recol- 
lect hisname. His first name was Jack, but I can’t recollect. 

Mr. Sotomon. You don’t recall the last name ? 

Mr. Netson. I do not. 

Mr. Soromon. And after that did Jack take the case ? 

Mr. Newson. No. This lawyer, Jack was busy, and he referred me 
toa man named Harold Hawken. 

Mr. Soromon. Did you go see Mr. Hawken ? 

Mr. Newson. I did. 

Mr. Soromon. And did you arrange for a fee / 

Mr. Netson. I did. 

Mr. Soromon. And did you pay it the first time ? 

Mr. Netson. [ did not. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you pay it the second or third visit that you were 
there ? 

Mr. Netson. I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. After you indicated to Simkins that you were going 
to get your own attorney, did you speak to any of your friends or 
neighbors about where you were going to look for an attorney ? 

Mr. Netson. I did. 

Mr. Soromon. And do you remember anybody in particular whom 
you might have mentioned that to? 

Mr. Netson. I mentioned it to a neighbor of mine. 

Mr. Soromon. And what is the name of that neighbor? 

Mr. Netson. John Korneige. 

Mr. Sotomon. C-o-r-n-e-i-g-e, is that the way you spell it? 


a 
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Mr. Netson. No; it is K-o-r—— 

Mr. Sotomon. Did anything unusual happen after you mentione 
to Mr. Korneige that you intended to call or go to West Virginia t: 
get an attorney / 

Mr. Netson. Yes; it did. 

Mr. Sotomon. Now, what happened ? 


Mr. Netson. Well, a few days after I was in a chair and a policeman 


come to the front door and the back door. 

Mr. Soromon. Were they in uniform or not? 

Mr. Netson. They were. 

Mr. Soromon. And from what precinct were they ¢ 

Mr. Netson. From No. 9. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did they come into the house? 

Mr. Netson. They did. 

Mr. Sotomon. What did they say ? 

Mr. Nevson. They said,“ You are arrested.” They said, “We under 
stand you are leaving town.” 

Mr. Sotomon. And what did you say? 

Mr. Neztson. And so I said, “I’m not. leaving town.” I was in my 
pajamas and my robe. 

Mr. Sotomon. Do you remember the names of either of these police- 
men ¢ 

Mr. Netson. I do. 

Mr. Soromon, And what is the name? 

Mr. Neison. One of them, I can recall his name because he lives 
on the same street, by the name of Dixon. 


Mr. SoLomon. Do you remember his first name ? 

Mr. Nevtson. I don’t remember his first name. 

Mr. Soromon. He was a uniformed officer at that time? 

Mr. Newtson. He was a uniform officer. 

Mr. Sotomon. What happened after you told these officers that you 
had no intention of leaving town? 

Mr. Nevson. Well, one of the officers did get—picked up and said, 


“I’m going to use the phone.” Where he called I don’t know. 

Mr. SoLtomon. But what did you hear of his conversation over the 
telephone? 

Mr. Netson. He said, “This man don’t look like he is going to leave 
town.” 

Mr. Soromon. And did these officers arrest you at that time? 

Mr. Netson. No; they didn’t. } 

Mr. Soromon. Did they leave after this phone call ? 

Mr. Netson. They did. 

Mr. Soromon. After that, did you have a telephone call from any 
other officer ? 

Mr. Netson. Yes: I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. Who did you have a phone call from? 

Mr. Netson. Rinker. 

Mr. Sotomon. Is he a detective ? 

Mr. Netson. He is. 

Mr. Sotomon. In what precinct is he attached ? 

Mr. Netson. No. 2. 

Mr. Soromon. Is that where the Brass Rail is located ? 

Mr. Netson. That’s right. 

Mr. Nextson. What did Rinker tell you? 
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Mr. 


Netson. Rinker told me that he had a warrant for me, and to 


come down to No. 2 and pick it up. 


Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr. 
Mr. 


SOLOMON. Did you go to No.2 or did you go to see Mr. Hawken? 
Netson. I went to see Mr. Hawken. 

Sotomon. And what happened when you spoke to Mr. Hawken? 
Neuson. [spoke to Mr. Hawken, “I understand there was a war- 


rant for me at No. 2.” 
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Mr. 
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Sotomon. And what did he do? 

Netson. He called No. 2. 

Sotomon. What arrangements were made? 

Netson. He called there, and arrangements were made that 
to get a bondsman. 

Sotomon. Did you arrange to get a bondsman ? 

Netson. I did. 

Sotomon. Did you go up to No, 2 with Mr. Hawken? 

Netson. No: I went up to No. 2 with my bondsman. 
Sotomon. And what was your bondsman’s name ? 

Neuson. Conroy. 

Sotomon. When you got to No. 2, were you booked and finger- 


printed ¢ 


Mr. 
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Mr. 
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Mr. 
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Nextson. Yes; I was. 

Sotomon. And you were released on bond ? 

Newtson. I was. 

SoLtomon. Bond in what amount, do you remember? 

Nevson. I think it was $1,000, 

Sotomon. Do you remember the name of the complainant in 
ase against you? 

Nexson. It was Henry Leake, that’s what it was. 

Sotomon. Now, you say that you paid a fee to Mr. Hawken? 
Nexson. I did. 

Sotomon. How much did you pay him ¢ 

Netson. I paid Mr. Hawken $250. 

Sotomon. Did you pay the bondsman’s fee / 

Netson. I did. 

Sotomon. How much did you pay for the bondsman ‘ 
NELSON. $50. 

Sotomon. Mr. Nelson, I show you a card and I ask you whether 


you recognize it. Would you read that card, please / 


Mr. 


Netson. “March the 8th, 1948. Received of Charles Nelson 


$250 fee for professional service. H. F. Hawken.” 


Mr. 


Sotomon. I show you now a receipt and I ask you whether you 


recognize this. 


Mr 
Mr 


mim 


Mr 


; NExtson. I do. 


.Sotomon. And would you read that, please / 
Mr 


Netson. This is March the 9th: “Charles H. Nelson, $50 pre- 
on bond $1,000 received. Jimmie Conroy.” 


. Sotomon. Thank you. 


Now, Mr. Nelson, I am going to show you a police record, a record 
of arrest in the name of Charles Henr y Nelson. That is you, is it not 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Netson. That’s right. 
SoLtomon. I draw your attention to the date, to the charge, 


and to the name of the complainant, and for the benefit of the record 
may I say that the charge which reads: “ADW (gun)”—is that what 
appears there, Mr. Nelson ? 
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Mr. Netson. That’s right. 

Mr. Sotomon. Is assault with a deadly weapon. 

Mr. Nretson. That’s right. 

Mr. Sotomon. What is the date of your arrest on that police record? 

Mr. Neuson. Third, six, *48. 

Mr. Sotomon. That would be March 6, 1948? 

Mr. Netson. That’s right. 

Mr. Sotomon. Mr. Nelson. have you ever been convicted of any 
crime in any jurisdiction ? 

Mr. Netson. No; I haven’t. 

Mr. Soromon. Have you ever been arrested on any other occasion 
than this which appears on your police record, in any jurisdiction? 

Mr. Netson. No; I haven't. 

Mr. Sotomon. Now, after you were arrested, did you have a con- 
versation with your sister ? 

Mr. Nezson. I did. 

Mr. Soromon. And was she in Washington at that time or did she 
come to Washington ? 

Mr. Netson. She came to Washington. 

Mr. Sotomon. And did you go with her to see Mr. Hawken? 

Mr. Nexson. I did. 

Mr. Sovomon. Had you arranged for an appointment with him? 

Mr. Netson. I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. And what hour of the day was that appointment for! 

Mr. Netson. It was on the noon hour. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you go down to his office with her ? 

Mr. Netson. I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. Was your wife with you, too? 

Mr. Netson. That’s right. 

Mr. Soromon. The three of you went there ? 

Mr. Netson. That’s right. 

Mr. Sotomon. Was Mr. Hawken at the office when you arrived ? 

Mr. Netson. No; he wasn’t. 

Mr. Sotomon. Was there a receptionist there ? 

Mr. Netson. There wasa lady there. She came out of the adjoining 
offices there and she came out and asked me who I was looking for, 
and I told her I was looking for Mr. Hawken, I had an appointment 
there, and she said, “Have a seat.” 

Mr. Sotomon. Into what room did she show you? 

Mr. Netson. His office room, where I presume was his office room, 
where I was. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you observe anything on Mr. Hawken’s desk ? 

Mr. Netson. I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. What did you observe, Mr. Nelson ? 

Mr. Nevson. I was taking my seat over. He had a desk in front of 
him, and walking over I seen a piece of paper on his desk. 

Mr. Sotomon. What did you see on that piece of paper? 

Mr. Netson. That piece of paper said, “Call Simkins at the Brass 
Rail.” 

Mr. Sotomon. What did you people do then ? 

Mr. Netson. We got up, left from there, and went downstairs i 
front of the building. 

Mr. Soromon. And what happened when you got there ? 

Mr. Netson. We met Mr. Hawken coming. 
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Mr. Soromon. Did you go back to his office ? 

Mr. Netson. We walked back up with him. 

Mr. Sotomon. When Mr. Hawken got to his office and sat down, 
what did he do, if anything ¢ 

Mr. Netson. He drawed his seat up. He seen this paper and he took 
this paper, and I don’t know whether he put it underneath a blotter, 
ordrawer. He took it off the desk. 

Mr. Soromon. Did you have a conversation with him ? 

Mr. Netson. I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. Tell us what that conversation was. 

Mr. Neuson. I told him that I wanted to see the warrant that was 
put out for me. He said, “I’m your attorney and I’ve seen it. It’s 
catisf wtory. They have a warrant for you. 

Mr. Sotomon. What did he say ¢ 

Mr. Netson. I told him that I wanted to see it myself, that it wasn’t 
cerved on me, | wanted to see it. 

Mr. Sotomon. What did he say ? 

Mr. Netson. He told me that he would go over to the courthouse 
and show it to me. 

Mr. Sotomon. What happened / 

Mr. Netson. I went over to the courthouse. That was the same 
room, I think, of the district attorney, this office, if I’m not mistaken. 
| believe it was the same place. 

Mr. Sotomon. Yes? 

Mr. Netson. I went over there. 

Mr. Sotomon. When you got there, what were you shown? What 
did you see 4 

Mr. NELSON. I seen where I was charged with assault with a dan- 
gerous Weapon. 
~ Mr. Soromon. Did you have any further conversation with Mr. 
Hawken ? 

Mr. Neuson. I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. And what was that / 

Mr. Netson. | jus st told Mr. Hawken after I seen that, nothing that 
he did, I just told him take out for his service, that I didn’t think that 
[ needed a lawyer, or something pertaining to that. I told him to take 
out what I owed him. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you ask him any questions /_ 

Mr. Nenson. I didn’t ask him. Just told him fake out for his fees, 
that’s what I told him, take out for his fees. 

Mr. Sotomon,. Did you ask him whether or not he had spoken to or 
heard from Simkins? 

Mr. Newson. Oh, I spoke that up into the office. 

Mr. Sotomon. And what did he say / 

Mr. Netson. I don’t recall what he said. I just can’t recall the 
words he said. I just don’t remember. 

Mr. Sotomon. I see. 

Now, you are without an attorney at this time? 

Mr. Netson. That’s right. 

Mr. Soromon. Did Mr. Simkins at about this time make any in- 
quiry of you? Did he ask you whether or not you had an attorney and 
who you had? ‘ 

Mr. Neuson. Yes: he did. 

Mr. Sotomon. And what did you tell him? 
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Netson. I told him I had Hawken. 


SoLOMON. 
Hawken ? 

Newson. Yes: 
SOLOMON. 


NELSON. 


SOLOMON. 


NELSON. 


SOLOMON. 


NELSON. 


SoLOMON. 
after that did you have a visit from Mr. 


NELSON. 


Did you tell him whether or not you had discharg 


I told him I discharged Hawken. 
What did Simkins have to say when you told 


He said, “You had a crackerjack lawyer.” 
Now, you ultimately got another attorney; is tha 


That’s right. 

What was his name? 
Bernard Margolius. 

Now, about the time that you were arrested, short| 
Simkins at your home / 


I did. 


Sotomon. Did you have a conversation with him on that 


occasion ? 


NELSON. 


Senator Hunr 
changed lawyers. 
lawyers? 


NELSON. 


the office and I asked Mr. 
words—I just asked him had he heard anything on the ¢ 
said, no, he hadn’t, and the reason I changed him, just because | ) ist 
didn’t want him. 

Senator Hun 


NELSON. 


why, but nothing that he did. 
the reason I ch: inged. 


SOLOMON. 


SOLOMON. 
NELSON. 


“I’m going to give you 5.000." 
said he w as going to give me. 


SOLOMON. 


SOLOMON. 


; Mr. Netson. He said after the ec 
it to me. 


SoLomt IN. 


I did. 


Counsel, may I ask the witness a question? You 


Would you tell the committee why you change 


The reason I changed the lawyers was when I was 
Harold H: wwken—I don’t know exactly tly 
ase. He j 


nT. Is it a factual statement to say that you changed 
lawyers because you saw this memo on his desk ¢ 


That is the reason that I changed myself, the reaso 
I mean, I just changed myself. 


‘Now, Mr. Nelson, would you relate to us what th 


conversation was that you and Mr. Simkins had up in your hou 
about the time that you were arrested ? 
Netson. He told me that he was going to give me $ 


5,000. 
He was going to give you w hat ¢ 
$5,000. 


Mr. Sotomon. Did he tell you when you would get this money ! 
Mr. Newson. He told me he didn’t eX: actly—at that time he said. 
I think that was just about all he 


I can't hear you. 


Mr. Netson. He said he was going to give me $5, 000, I reeall that 


Did he tell you when he ‘would give it to you 4 
‘ase Was over he was going to g 


Did he say whether he was going to give it to yi 


under any circumstances or under all circumstance es! 
Mr. Netson. He said he was going to compensate me that mon 
He said when the case was over he was going to compensate me 3°, 000 
Mr. Sotomon. Did he mention Piggy Leake’s name in this counee- 


ELSON. He did. 


SOLOMON. 


sS°TOVTACT.T 
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And will you tell us how he mentioned it? 
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Mr. Netson. He said that he was going to prosecute Piggy and 
Piggy should compensate me and he is going to make him. He said 
he was going to prosecute him and make him do something for me. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did he say whether you would get this $5,000 no 
matter what happened, or anything to that effect. 

Mr. Netson. Yes, he told me it didn’t make any difference. He 
said he was going to give me the $5,000 regardless which way the 
case went, he was going to give me $5, 000, 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you mention to him, did you ask him how could 
Piggy pay for it, or did you make any comment when he said that 
he was going to make Piggy pay for it? 

Mr. Netson. He said that Piggy had a house and that he was going 
to get that house. 

The CuHairMaNn. At that time, were Simkins and the man you call 
Piggy Leake competitors in the numbers racket in W: ashington ? 

Mr. Soromon. Are you asking me, sir? 

The CHairman. Yes. Was Leake a numbers racketeer / 

Mr. Soromon. The best information we have is that Mr. Leake was 
a numbers operator and that he was in a group which was competing 
with Simkins, and such testimony to that effect, may I assure the 
committee, will be developed. 

The CHaroan. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Sotomon. Now, Mr. Nelson, you have told us that Mr. Simkins, 
after you were arrested, offered you $5,000 as compensation for your 
injuries ¢ 

Mr. Netson. That’s right. 

Mr. Soromon. He told you, you testified, that he would pay you 
this after this case was over, regardless of which way it went ¢ 

Mr. Netson. That’s right. 

Mr. Sotomon. Now, did you agree to that, or did you say anything 
to him -_ that connection ? 

Mr. Netson. No; I didn’t. I asked him then, I says, “Why don’t 
you give it to me now?” I knew I couldn’t trust him, and I didn’t 
accept it. I just didn’t believe him. I didn’t believe him. 

Mr. Sotomon. What made you do that ? 

Mr. Netson. Well, I just didn’t believe Simkins, his word, by other 
sources coming in. I just didn’t take his word, that’s all. 

Mr. Soromon. Was it from something that you had ever observed 
him do in connection with the Brass Rail that made you feel this 
distrust of him ? 

Mr. Netson. Well, I mean certain things, just as it would come. I 
just can’t recollect. Circumstances that occurred I just can’t 
remember. 

Mr. Soromon. You had a distinct feeling, however 4 

Mr. Netson. That’s right. 

Mr. Sotomon. That you could not trust him; is that right? 

Mr. Nexson. That’s right. 

Mr. Soromon. And in what conclusion, in what state did you leave 
this? Did you say whether or not you would accept this at the end 
of the case? 

Mr. Nexrson. I told him I wouldn’t accept it. I didn’t agree on 
nothing like that. 
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Mr. Sotomon. Did you have a visit from anyone else after that’ 
Did somebody come to see you? 

Mr. Netson. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Sotomon. Who came to see you ! 

Mr. Nexson. Roy Jones. 

Mr. Soromon. What is his nickname ? 

Mr. Nexson. Little Roy, as I can recall. 

Mr. Sotomon. And whom did you know him to be? What business 
did you know him to be in? 

Mr. Netson. I knew that he worked for Simkins. 

Mr. Sotomon. In what business? In the Brass Rail? 

Mr. Newson. In the numbers business. 

Mr. Sotomon. In the numbers business ? 

Mr. Nexson. That’s right. 

Mr. Soromon. He came to your house? 

Mr. Netson. That’s right. 

Mr. Sotomon. And had he called you ? 

Mr. Nexson. Yes, he called me and told me he was coming out. 

Mr. Sotomon. And when he got there, do you recall w hat conversa- 
tion you had with him? 

Mr. Newson. Yes. 

Mr. Soromon. What did he say to you? 

Mr. Nexson. He said that Simkins said that he would put the 
money in his hand. He says, “Charlie, you know me. You've been 
seeing me and you can trust me.” 

Mr. Soromon. What did you say to that? 

Mr. Netson. I told him no, I just didn’t agree on it. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you make any other remark about this? 

Mr. Nexson. No. I told him I just didn’t agree on it, that’s all. 

Mr. Sotomon. About this time did you have a visit from any news- 
paper / 

Mr. Newson. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. Who did you have a visit from? 

Mr. Netson. The Washington Post. 

Mr. Sotomon. What did they want from you? 

Mr. Ne.son. They wanted the information of the shooting at th: 
Brass Rail. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you give them any information? 

Mr. Nexson. I did not. 

Mr. Soromon. Did you have a visit from the FBI or any other 
agency ? 

“Mr. Netson. No, I didn’t. 


The CHatrMan. Was Mr. Bernard Margolius ever an attorney for 


you? 

Mr. Netson. He was. 

The CHatrman. I ask because I have a memorandum to the effect 
that I talked to Mr. M: irgolius, attorney, of Washington, by long dis- 
tance telephone about Jesse Lampkin’s friend Nelson at Mr. Lamp- 
kin’s request. 

That was on the 11th day of March 1948. I think that it was 


through Mr. Lampkin, or possibly through Mr. Margolius that I sug- 


gested you employ as your attorney Mr. Walter Bastian—if he had not 
then become a judge. 
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Mr. Netson. I was recommended by Mr. Margolius—by Will Shar- 
forth over to the Supreme Court Building. That’s who recommended 
Margolius. I was over there to see him. He recommended Margolius. 

The CHarrmMan. I want to make my connection with this matter 
clear. I do not recall that I ever saw you until you appeared before 


this subcommittee. There was never any communication between 
you and me. 


Mr. Newson. No. 

Mr. Soromon, Now about this time, how would you describe your 
state of mind? 

Mr. Neuson. I was depressed and I was very angry. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you feel that you could trust anybody ? 

Mr. Netson. I didn’t feel like I could trust anybody. 

Mr. Soromon. Tell me, did you call anybody in this connection 2 

Mr. Newson. I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. Who did you call? 

Mr. Netson. I called Detective Reuben Nichols. 

Mr. Sotomon. And what did you talk to him about ? 

Mr. Netson. I called him and asked him would he come over. 

Mr. Sotomon. Was that in the daytime or the nighttime ? 

Mr. Netson. This was at nighttime. 

Mr. Soromon. Did Nichols come over? 

Mr. Netson. He did. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you give him any instructions as to how he 
should come over to your house or how he should come into your house? 


Mr. Newson. I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. What did you tell him? 

Mr. Netson. I told him, “Come up the back stairs.” 

Mr. Sotomon. What purpose had you in mind when you said that ? 

Mr. Netson. Well, the reason I told him, “Come up the back stairs,” 
when Simkins visited me the previous di ay he asked me did I have any 
visitors and I told him no. He says, “Oh, yes, you had one. You 
had Reuben Nichols,” so that’s the reason that I knew the only person 
that I ever told that Nick was there was John Korneige, and he told 
me John Korneige told him that he seen Nichols, so that was the rea- 
son I thought John was watching for him, and I told him, “Come 
up the back steps.” 

Mr, Sotomon. You say that Sergeant Nichols had visited you on a 
previous occasion ¢ 
Mr. Nevtson. When I was out at the hospital he visited me on a social 
call. 

Mr. SOLOMON. And what was the conversation on that oceasion ¢ 

Mr. Netson. He came to see how I was feeling and talked with me. 

Mr. Soromon. Now the evening that you called him and asked him 
to come over, he came over / 

Mr. NELSON. He did. 

Mr. Soromon. Would you tell us what your conversation with Ser- 
geant Nichols was? 

Mr. Netson. Yes. When Nichols got there I said, “Nick”—I al- 
ways called him Nick because I knew him at the Rail. He came in. 
I said, “Nick, could you tell me an attorney, a good attorney,” and 
he says, “Well, the only one I know, Charles, m: iv be Jack Di: ymond,’ 
so I was very angry there and that’s what came up. I asked him 
about that and I was ver y angry when I was talking to him et it. 
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Mr. Sotomon. What did you say to Nick 

Mr. Netson. I told Nick that I thought I was being double-crossed, 
and if they didn’t do something for me, I was going to talk. 

Mr. Sotomon. What were you going to talk about 

Mr. Nexson. I was going to tell the Washington Post about Simkins 
protection. 

Mr. Sovomon. Did you tell Nick what you knew about Simkins’ 
protection ¢ 

Mr. Nexson. I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. And what did you tell him? 

Mr. Netson. I told him that I was going to tell about giving thos 
envelopes to the policemen. 

Mr. Sotomon. And did you mention any names to Nick ? 

Mr. Netson. I mentioned Lieutenant Pittman. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you mention any other names? 

Mr. Netson. I can’t recall. I told him—I mentioned Captai) 
Strange. I believe I did mention Captain Strange to him. 

Mr. Soromon. Any other officers? 

Mr. Nexson. Lieutenant McAllister. 

Mr. Soromon. Any other officers / 

Mr. Nexson. Clark; I mentioned about Clark. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you mention anybody else ? 

Mr. Netson. ABC inspectors. 

Mr. Sotomon. Anybody else / 

Mr. Netson. Not that I can recall. 

Mr. Soromon. What did Nick say to that ? 

Mr. Newson. Nick told me, “Charlie, don’t do that. 
go over and see him.” 

Mr. Sotomon. Did he tell you what he was going to do? 

Mr. Nerson. I don’t think Nick told me. He said, “Just wait.” 
I said if it don’t do something I was going to talk. He said, “Don’t 
Wait. I’m going over and see.” That’s all I can recall Nick saying 

Mr. Soromon. Did you tell Nick when you would start to talk if 
somebody didn’t come and help you? 

Mr. Nexson. I think I told him soon. 
him soon, I think. 

Mr. Sotomon. Now, did you tell Nick that you had been offered 
any money by the Washington Post ? 

Mr. Netson. No, I didn't. 

Mr. Sotomon. After that, did you have a visit from any police 
officials ? 

Mr. Newson. I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. Who came to visit you? 

Mr. Netson. Lieutenant Murray and Captain Strange. 

Mr, Sotomon. Lieutenant Murray ? 

Mr. Newson. Yes. 

Mr. Sotomon. He is now Major Murray ? 

Mr. Netson. That's right. 

Mr. Sotomon. On what date did they come to visit you? 
member what date it was? 

Mr. Netson. They came on a Sunday morning. 

Mr. Sotomon. Will you tell us what the conversation was? Who 
did the talking? 

Mr. Netson. Lieutenant Murray did the talking. 
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Mr. Soromon. What did Lieutenant Murray say to you ¢ 
Mr. Netson. Lieutenant Murray said to me, he said, “Did Nick come 
Pout here?” I a “Yes. 1 called him a He came out.” He 

asked me did Nick ask me for any money. I told him Nick hadn't 
asked me for 1 cent. 

Mr. Soromon. And did Captain Strange say anything during this? 

Mr. Netson. No. Captain Strange didn’t say anything. 

Mr. Soromon. Did Lieutenant Murr: ay say anything to Captain 
strange ¢ 

Mr. Neuson. He said, *You heard what he said.” I remember they 
were leaving then. I can’t remember all the conversation, but those 
words were said. 

Mr. Sotomon. And these officers left ¢ 

Mr. Nevson. They did. 

Mr. Sotomon. How long were they there, by the way? 

Mr. NELSON. Approximately 15 or 20; 15 minutes, I would say to 
my best. 

Mr. Sotomon. Now, after this did you see Simkins again / 

Mr. Netson. I haven’t seen Simkins after that. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you get any word between the time that you g 
out of the hospital and the time of the trial / 

Mr. Netson. No, I didn’t. 

Mr. Sotomon. For the record, may I say, Mr. Chairman, that ac- 
cording to the records of the district court, Mr. Leake, Piggy Leake 
and Charles Nelson were both indicted on April 19, 1948, charged with 
assault upon each other. There were separate indictments, one against 
each defendant. 

During the fourth week in September 1948 the trial of both in- 
dictments was had before the same judge. It was a consolidated 
proceeding. By direction of the court, on September 29, 1948, both 
defendants were acquitted. Neither defendant took the stand. 

The CuHarrMan. Acquitted by a jury? 

Mr. Sotomon. By direction of the court. 

The Cuairman. What judge presided over the trial ? 

Mr. Sotomon. Judge Schweinhaut. 

The Cuarrman. Who prosecuted the case 

Mr. Sotomon. Assistant District Attorney Charles Murray. 

The Cuarrman. Have you examined the record of the testimony 
that was adduced in that case ? 

Mr. Soromon. We have, sir. 

The CHatrrman. Does the testimony support what this witness told 
the committee ? 

Mr. Bauman. The testimony before the court, Mr. Chairman, merely 
bore upon the shooting, and he did not testify in those proceedings. 
There were a number of witnesses who did, including the testimony of 
Willie May Granger, I believe her name is, and her testimony ac corded 
with his version of that Brass Rail shooting. 

The CuarrMan. That Piggy Leake shot ‘this witness ? 

Mr. BauMAN. Yes. sir. 

The Cuarrman. Without his having committed any offense ? 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, the record does indicate that. At least, her testi- 
mony does. 

The Caiman. Was that testimony disputed 

Mr. Bauman. Not really, no. 
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The CuHairman. Did the district attorney concur in the court 
action or recommend that the case be dismissed ? 

Mr. Bauman. I have no recollection of the district attorney con. 
curring in it. The court did make a lengthy speech indicating that he 
was dismissing the case reluctantly, but he did feel that there was no 
an adequate showing to warrant presenting the case to the jury. 

I might say that repeatedly during the course of the trial, according 
to stenographic minutes, it was sought to get this background whic 
is being adduced before this committee into the record, but the rulings 
of the court were consistent to the effect, that that atmosphere should 
be excluded. The trial just proceeded on the simple question of di 
Nelson shoot Leake or did Leake shoot Nelson. 

I might say, Mr. Chairman, that the procedure was a little unusua! 

The CuarrmMan. I should think so. 

Senator WeLKER. Quite a bit. 

Mr. Bauman. What I meant by that was it has been my limited 
experience in prosecution that the surest way of insuring acquittal: 

in assault cases is to enter cross complaints. Whenever cross-com- 
plaints of this kind are tried together, joint acquittals invariabl) 
result. 

In this case an indictment was entered against Piggy Leake, 
Mr. Nelson also was indicted, and then to the best of my recollection, 
according to the stenographic minutes, on motion of the United State: 
attorney, the trial of both indictments was consolidated, making then 
in effect cross-complaints. 

The CHarrman. Who made that metion ? 

Mr. Bauman. I have no independent recollection of the name of th 
assistant United States attorney who did, but I do have the steno- 
graphic minutes in the office of the subcommittee. 

Senator Weiker. May I ask a question, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHairrmMan. Certainly. 

Senator Weiker. Mr. Nelson, as I have heard your testimony, you 
are rather interested to go ahead and vigorously prosecute this matter! 

Mr. Netson. That’s right. 

Senator Weiker. Did you make any complaint about not. being 
allowed to testify against Piggy Leake ? 

Mr. Newson. Well, I don’t know whether I recall it to the attorney 
I spoke to him that I had intentions of testifying and he had intention: 
of putting me on the stand when I went down there. 

Senator Wetker. Was Mr. Margolius there with you about that 
time ? 

Mr. Netson. That’s right. 

Senator Werker. You would be about the best evidence, would you 
not, as to who shot first, whether you shot first or Piggy shot first! 

Mr. Netson. Piggy shot me first. 

Senator Weiker. I understand that, but it seems to me rather 
strange, Mr. Witness, being as interested as you were in convicting 
Piggy Leake and getting your redress from Whitetop Simkins, that 
you did not insist even to the point of asking the judge for permis 
sion to take the stand and testify. I can’t understand that. 

Mr. Newson. Asking the judge? Repeat that, please. 

Senator WeLker. I can’t understand why you did not insist upo! 
taking the stand, Mr. Nelson, and testifying in your own behalf. 
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Mr. Netson. I spoke to my attorney of taking the stand when we 
went down there. He said—he never said any more about it. I 
didn’t know whether I should get up. I didn’t know anything about 
law or anything. 

[ had my attorney. I didn’t know whether I was supposed to take 
the stand or what. I thought I was. The case was over before I knew 
anything. 

Senator Werker. Did you protest at any time to the judge? 

Mr. Nexson. I didn’t protest to the judge. 

Senator WeLker. Did you hear the judge say when he was about to 
direct a verdict of acquittal, that he was doing it against his own 
volition, he did not want to, but in the state of the record he would 
have to? , 

Mr. Netson. I think he spoke those words of the evidence or some- 
thing was—I can’t recollect just the words he said. 

Senator Wevxer. I think I shall join with the chairman here. We 
will go a little deeper into this. This is a new field of law for us up 
here. We would like to see how these cases are tried. 

The Cuairman. I should like to hear what the district or assistant 
district attorney, and the attorney that is supposed to have repre- 
sented this man at his trial, have to say about this matter. 

Mr. Soromon. Mr. Nelson. This trial occurred in September of 
1948. Sometime during the spring or summer of 1948, did you go to 
Morgantown, W. Va., with your wife ? 

Mr. Nexson. I did. 

Mr. Soromon. As nearly as you can recall, in what month was that ? 

Mr. Netson. I believe that was the month of August. 

Mr. Sotomon. Prior to that time had you—— 

Mr. Neuscn. May I interrupt, please? 

Mr. Sotomon. Certainly. 

Mr. Netson. Senator Welker, you asked me about did I protest of 
not taking the stand at the time of the trial. The reason that I didn’t, 
I had no intentions of taking the stand, but I did speak to Margolius 
the words that I was, but I had in my own feeling that I had no in- 
tentions of taking the stand. I want to correct that. 

Senator WELKER. When you went to trial then you had no intention 
of testifying against Piggy Leake ¢ 

Mr. Netson. That's right. 

Senator WeL_xer. And from the remarks made by counsel here now, 
they are going to bring that out to the satisfaction of all of us. 

Mr. Netson. I wanted to correct that. I had no intentions. 

Senator Wetker. I appreciate that. 

Mr. Newson. I couldnt get your question. I did talk a little bit 
and I just didn’t get the question clearly. 

Senator WreLKer. Very well. Counsel is going to qualify it surther. 

Mr. Netson. All right. 

Mr. Soromon. Now, Mr. Nelson, you were employed by the Brass 
Rail until the time that you were shot on January 8, and Mr. Simkins 
you say paid your wages until about the middle of February or a 
couple of weeks after you left the hospiti al; is that right ? 

Mr. Netson. That’s right. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you have any source of income other than this 
insurance polie V; the $25 ya week. 

94273—52—pt. 117 
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Mr. Netson. That’s the only thing. 

Mr. Sotomon. When did you next get employment? 

Mr. Netson. I didn’t get any employment. I wasn’t employed unti! 
October. 

Mr. Sotomon. October. When you speak, by the way, of being paid 
by Simkins, Yvonne Simkins was the owner of the Brass Rail in title. 
wasn’t she? 

Mr. Netson. Well, of course, I worked under Simkins. She was 
the operator of the place. 

Mr. Sotomon. She was the operator, but who was the real boss, the 
straw boss? 

Mr. Netson. Simkins, and then the day manager was in charge. 

Mr. Sotomon. I see. Now, you did not have any employment at all 
until the end of October, you say ? 

Mr. Netson. That’s right. 

Mr. Sotomon. Prior to the time that you went to Morgantown, W. 
Va.. with your wife, did you happen to see or meet Piggy Leake? 

Mr. Netson. Repeat that clearly. 

Mr. Sotomon. Prior to the time, before you went to West Virginia 
in August, did you happen to see Piggy Leake? 

Mr. Ne son. I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. Where did you see him? 

Mr. Netson. Up on U Street. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you seek him out? 

Mr. Netson. No. We just happened to pass one another. 

Mr. Soromon. And did you stop to talk to him or did he stop you! 

Mr. Nrtson. He stopped me. 

Mr. Sotomon. What did he say to you ? 

Mr. Netson. He come over and he said, “Charlie, I am sorry I did 
this.” He said, “I would have been to see you before now, but Sim- 
kins told me not to come near you, that you'd hurt me.” 

Mr. Soromon. And did he tell you what he wanted to do, or did he 
sav he wanted to see you further? 

Mr. Netson. He did. He told me he wanted to talk with me and to 
come over to his house. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you know where'‘his house was? 

Mr. Netson. At that time I didn’t. He gave me the address. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did he tell you where it was? 

Mr, Netson. He told me where it was at. 

Mr. Sotomon. And do you know what the address is? 

Mr. Netson. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Soromon. What is the address? 

Mr. Newson. 104 R Street NE. 

Mr. Sotomon. And did you go to 104 R Street? 

Mr. Netson. Not then. 

Mr. Soromon. Did you go over at some later occasion after you had 
visited him? 

Mr. Newson. I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. And when you went over there on that occasion, did 
you have a conversation with him at 104 R Street ? 

Mr. Netson. I did. 

mr. Sotomon. Will you tell us what the nature of that conversation 
was! 
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Mr. Newson. The nature of that conversation was that Leake said, 
“Charlie, I’m sorry what I did.” He said he was sorry that he shot me. 
Mr. Sotomon. Yes? 
Mr. Netson. That he didn’t have anything; that he would try to 
compensate me. ; 
Mr. Sotomon. And did he promise you any money at that time? 
Mr. Netson. He didn’t promise me anything. He said, “I'll try 
to get something.” I don’t recall just how it was then. 
Mr. Soromon. Did he give you any money at that time? 
Mr. Netson. No; he didn't. 
Mr. Soromon. Now you say you went to Morgantown, W. Va., dur- 
'ing August. Did anything unusual happen while you were there? 
Did anything happen to your wife or yourself ? 
Mr. NELSON. Yes. I was taking my wife to my sister’s house. 
Mr. Soromon. Yes. 
Mr. Netson. In Morgantown, W. Va.? 
Mr. Sotomon. Yes. 
Mr. Netson. And she got sick on the way going. 
Mr. Soromon. Yes. And was it nec essary to put her in a hospital ? 
Mr. Netson. I had to rush her right to the hospital. 
Mr. Soromon. Was she oper ated | upon ? 
Mr. Newson. She was. 
Mr. Soromon. Was she confined to the hospital for an time? 
Mr. Netson. She was. 
Mr. Sotomon. For how long? 
Mr. Newson. Approximately : 3 weeks, to my recollection. 
Mr. Soromon. Now at the time that she had an operation, did you 
find out how much money this would cost ? 
Mr. Newson. I did. 
Mr. Sotomon. And how much were you told? 
Mr. Netson. It was near $400. 
Mr. Soromon. Four hundred dollars. Now did you pay this money? 
Mr. Netson. No, I didn’t. 
Mr. Sotomon. I mean did you ever pay the hospital bill ? 
Mr. Netson. I did. 
Mr. Sotomon. You paid a total of how much money, did you say? 
Mr. Netson. Approximately four hundred. I can’t be exact. 
Mr. SoLomon. Now I show you a bill of Heiskell Memorial Hospital 
in the sum of $81.25 which is paid in full on August 12, 1948, and a 
| receipt of payment of $150 for professional services and operation 
and assistant fee on the wife, $150, W. Merle Warman, doctor in Mor- 
gantown. A receipt for various laboratory fees and drugs in the 
amount of $28.10, the Mile Ground Medical Center in Morgantown 
dated August 25. Does that refresh your recollection as to the period 
of time your wife was ill? 
Mr. Netson. Yes; that is about the right time it was. 
Mr. Soromon. Where did you get the money to pay for this, Mr. 
Nel ison ¢ 
Mr. Netson. I got the money from Piggy Leake. 
Mr Si 1LOMON. How much all told did you get from Piggy Leake? 
Mr. Netson. Piggy Leake gave me $500 that time. 
Mr. Sotomon. At that time / 
Mr. Netson. At that time. 
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Mr. Sotomon. How much all told over a period of time did you get 
from him? 


Mr. Netson. I got over a period of time around sixteen to seventeer 
hundred from Leake. 

Mr. Sotomon. Now this first installment of $500 you got durin; 
a pero of time that your wife was in the hospital, is that correct! 

h NELSON. That’s correct. 

Mr. Sotomon. And you left your wife in Morgantown and returned 
to Washington ? 

Mr. Nevson. That’s right. 

Mr. Sotomon. And did you seek I 

Mr. Netson. I think I came back. I think that I called Leake. 

Mr. Soromon. And did you arrange to meet him? 

Mr. Nexson. I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. And did you meet him some place? 

Mr. Netson. I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. Where did you meet him? 

Mr. Netson. I think that was at his home, if I can recall. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did he give you this money at his home? 

Mr. Newtson. He did. 

Mr. Sctomon. Do you remember the denominations of the bills 

Mr. Netson. It was $50 bills, twenties and tens, something in that 
denomination. 

Mr. Sotomon. 
money ¢ 

Mr. NELSON. He did. 

Mr. Sotomon. And did he tell you how much he intended to give 
you? 

Mr. Netson. He didn't. 

Mr. Sotomon. He did not ? 

Mr. Netson. He did not. 

Mr. Sotomon. He indicated apparently generally that he would 

give you some more money ¢ 

Mr. Netson. That’s right. 

The Cuarrman. Then the reason you did not ask to testify against 
Leake for attempting to murder you lies in the fact that he had give 
you some compensation for the injury he had inflicted upon you ‘ 

Mr. Netson. That is true. 

The Coamman. He gave you sixteen or seventeen hundred dollars 
in cash, and promised to give you more if you refrained from 
prosecuting him 4 

Mr. Netson. That is right. 

The Cyamman. That is not a legitimate way to settle a criminal 
case, 

Senator Weiker. Somebody 
felony there. 

The Cuarrman. In my opinion, the district attorney should have | 
sisted that this witness be compelled to testify against the man wh 
tried to kill him. 

Mr. Sctomon. Now, Mr. Nelson, did you get any money, furth 
money from Mr. Leake? 

Mr. Newson. I did. 

Mr. Soromon. When did you get the second installment ? 

Mr. Nexson. I got the second installment: I just can’t recall wher 
the second installment was. 
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Mr. Soromon. About what time? When was it? Was it before 
the trial or after ? 

Mr. Newtson. It was before the trial. 

Mr. SOLOMON. Where did you get that money $ 

Mr. Neuson. Off of Leake. 

Mr. Sotomon. Where did you get it? At your house or at his 
house ¢ 

Mr. Nevson. At my house. He gave that at my house. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you get some more money from Leake after the 
trial ¢ 

Mr. Newson. I did. 

Mr. Soromon. How much money did you get in the third install- 
ment ¢ 

Mr. Neuson. I think it was around seven or six hundred dollars. 
I can’t recall just what it was. 

Mr. Sotomon. Now where was the third and last installment paid? 

Mr. Newson. In a car. 

Mr. Sotomon. ‘Whose car? 

Mr. Netson. His car. 

Mr. Sotomon. And in what denominations was it paid? 

Mr. Newson. It was paid in, I think, $50 bills; I believe it was. 

Mr. Soromon, Now what did you spend this money for? 

Mr. Nevson. I spent the money for lawyers and my wife’s hospital 
bill. 

Mr. Soromon. And how much were you charged by Mr. Margolius? 

Mr. Newson. $750. 

Mr. Soromon. And what was the total amount of money that you 
spent on hospital bills? 

Mr. Netson. To the best recollection it was $400 or soras thing like 
that. with doctors included. 

Mr. SOLOMON. And did you have any other expenses that you used 
this money for? 

Mr. NELSON. Well, I had to use it for a living. I had to have money 
to live on. 

Mr. SOLOMON. Did you have during this period ot time any con- 
versation with a man named Norman Suter? 

Mr. Netson. I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. Where did you happen to see Suter ? 

Mr. Netson. Up on U Street. 

Mr. Soromon. What did Suder say to you? 

Mr. Netson. Suter told me Leake should appreciate what I did 
and he said some words I am trying to get, not the exact, but the sub- 
stance of that: that as long as Leake had a dollar, he should give 
me half of it. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you see Simkins after the trial ? 

Mr. Netson. I did. 

Mr. Soromon. Did you own an automobile ? 

Mr. NELSON. J did. 

Mr. Sotomon. When did you buy the automobile ? 

Mr. Netson. I bought the car in June. 

Mr. Sotomon. Of 1947? 

Mr. Netson. That’s right. 

Mr. Sotomon. What kind of a car was it? How much did you 
pay for it? 
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Mr. Netson. I paid $2,350, I believe. 
Mr. Sotomon. In cash? 
Mr. Netson. Cash money; yes. 


Mr. Sotomon. Was all that money yours or did you have to borrow 
some ? 


Mr. Nexson. I borrowed the money. 

Mr. Sotomon. And who did you borrow the money from in 1947, 
June of 1947? 

Mr. Netson. Roger Simkins. 

Mr. Sotomon. How much did you borrow from him ? 

Mr. Netson. I borrowed $1,500 from Roger Simkins. 

Mr. Sotomon. You were working for him at that time? 

Mr. Nexson. That’s right. 

Mr. Sotomon. And on what terms were you to repay him? 

Mr. Netson. I was to pay the bank, Riggs National Bank. 

Mr. Sotomon. How much a month? 

Mr. Netson. I believe it was $75, if I am not mistaken ; $75 a month, 
I think it was. ) 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you pay these notes after Roger Simkins stopped 
paying you as manager, night manager of Brass Rail? 

Mr. Netson. I believe I did. 

Mr. Sotromon. You have shown me seven note notices of the Riggs 
National Bank. Let me introduce them into the record. They are 
each in the amount of $75. The last due date is January 13, 1948. 
Did you pay any other notes? 

Mr. Netson. Not that I can recall. 

(The documents referred to above are identified as “Exhibit No. 14,” 
and are on file with the committee.) 

Mr. Soromon. Did you see Simkins with respect to paying off the 
balance of these notes? 

Mr. Nexson. I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. What did he have to say to you? 

Mr. Netson. The balance was $600 and he told me to forget about 
it, the $600. 

Mr. Sozomon. You never paid off the $600 at the bank that you 
borrowed ? 

Mr. Nexson. I didn’t. 

Mr. Sotomon. Now you got a job, you say, in October. Did you 
see Piggy Leake sometime during the spring of 1949? 

Mr. Nexson. I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. Where did you see him? What kind of a job did 
you have at that time? 

Mr. Netson. I had a job at that time with Globe Brewing Co. 

Mr. Sotomon. You were a beer salesman? 

Mr. Netson. That’s right. 

Mr. Soromon. And did you happen to see Piggy uptown? 

Mr. Netson. I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you say anything to him or ask him anything 
with respect to why you had been shot ? 

Mr. Netson. I did. 

Mr. Sotomon. What did Piggy say to you? 

Mr. Newtson. Piggy asked me—I asked him rather why did he shoot 
me. He said that he would tell me. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did he ever tell you, Mr. Nelson? 
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Mr, Newson. He’s never told me. 

Mr. Sotomon. No further questions, Mr. Chairman, of this witness. 

Mr. Nexson. I would like to clarify myself to one statement about 
this. When I did see Leake, Leake before any question of money I 
accepted from Leake, Leake ‘asked me was I going to testify against 
him and asked me, he said, “I don’t see why that you should testify 
because you wouldn’t get—y ou might as well be compensated as to be 
testifying against me.’ 

I'll try to get myself together on that. He asked me, he said, 
“There 1s no use you testifying against me because there wouldn't 
be any reason for you to because it won’t do you any good.” He said, 
“You might as well be compensated than to’send me to jail.” That’s 
when that I agreed on when he gave me this money, accepted this 
money. I wanted to get that straight on that. That’s the reason 
why. Before I received any money “T told him that I wasn’t going 
to testify against him. 

Mr. Sotomon. Did you ever tell anybody else that you had received 
any money from Piggy Leake prior to the trial ? 

Mr. Netson. No; I haven't. 

Mr. Soromon. Did you tell anybody at all? 

Mr. Netson. No; I don’t recall. 1 can’t recall of anybody I told. 

Mr. Sotomon. No further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Gentlemen, have you any questions? 

Senator Weiter. Yes. Mr. Nelson, after you talked to Nick and 
told him what you proposed to do to Whitetop Simkins, that is to 
divulge to the W: ashington Post the fact that Simkins had told you 
that he had been paying graft or bribes to officers, I think you testified 
that Lieutenant Murray and a Captain Strange came out to interview 
you. 

Mr. Netson. That’s right. 

Senator WeLker. And do you remember what day that was? 

Mr. Netson. My best recollection, it was a Sunday, if I can recall. 
It wasa week end. Iam pretty sure it was Sunday. 

Senator WeLker. Was it a Saturday? 

Mr. Netson. It could have been Saturday now. I am not sure. 

Senator WeLker. Saturday or Sunday? 

Mr. Netson. I imagine it was a week end. 

Senator WeLker. And what time of day did they come there? 

Mr. Netson. It was either early morning—it was the daytime. It 

wasn’t the evening. It was early morning I believe. It was before 
12 o'clock, to my best recollection. 

Senator WeLker. How long did they stay, Mr. Nelson ? 

Mr. NELson. Approximately 15 minutes. 

Senator Wetxer. About 15 minutes. Who did the talking? 

Mr. Neztson. Lieutenant Murray. 

Senator Weixer. And did he ask you of your conversation with 
Mr. Nichols? 

Mr. Netson. He did. 

Senator Wetker. And you told him exactly what you told Nichols? 

Mr. Netson. That is right—no; I did not. I don’t think I told 
him what I told Nichols, now, I don’t think—they asked me the ques- 
tion, did Nick come out. I said, “No; I called Nick and he came 
out there.” 
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Senator WELKER. 
you for any money ? 

Mr. Netson. They did ask me that. 

Senator Werxer. Did they ask you anything about the payoff 
Simkins had told you about to different police officers ? 

Mr. Newson. I don’t recall them asking me that. 

Senator WeL_ker. You do not recall? 

Mr. Netson. No; I don’t. 

Senator Weiker. Would you say they did not or they could have / 

Mr. Netson. They could have. 


Among other things, did they 


ask if Nick asked 


Senator Wetker. And Lieutenant Murray was doing most of the 


talking ? 

Mr. Nevson. That is right. 

Senator Weiker. Anything else about this conversation you can 
recall now / 

Mr. Netson. Not that I recall. 

Senator Weiter. Mr. Nelson, did it appear to you or were you 
left with the impression Lieutenant’ Murray and Captain Strange 
were trying to cover up for anybody Simkins had been paying off ? 

Mr. Netson. Well, the reaction—I couldn't just state or speak on 
that because I don’t know. 

Senator Weiker. You do not know? 

Mr. Nevson. I don’t know. » 

Senator Weiker. You did not have any occasion any other time 
to report anything to either of those officers ? 

Mr. Netson. No; I have not. 

Senator Weiker. I think that is all; no further questions. 

Mr. SOLOMON. Would you step aside, Mr. Nelson ¢ 

The Cuarrman. You deserve congratulations for having testified 
responsively and without attempting to evade any question asked you. 

Mr. Netson. It was a pleasure to testify to this because it was on my 
chest to say and I wanted to get it off. 

The Cuarrman. The committee will now take a 5-minute recess. 

(Short recess, from 3:15 to 3: 20 p.m.) 

The Cuarrman. The committee will be in order. 

Senator Hunr. Mr. Chairman, I wish the indulgence of the com- 
mittee for a brief statement from counsel, Mr. Solomon, in reference 
to the testimony which we have had from the witness Mr. Nelson. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Solomon, please proceed. 

Mr. Sotomon. Thank you, Senator Hunt. 

We found that it was important to talk to Nelson and found also 
an extreme reluctance on his part to discussing these events. I think 
ve established a relationship of confidence. 

In the course of our investigation and inquiry into the Brass Rail 
matter Nelson volunteered the information that he had been paid off 
by Leake. I do not think that would have been disclosed to me but 
for the relationship which we had established; but ow ing to the rela- 
tionship we had established, we found that was the case. 

It was a terrible responsibility to ask this man to testify about this 
matter, and our best legal judgment from looking through the statute 
book was that he could not incriminate himself on this ‘point. I felt 


that his testimony was of such importance at the moment that the 
committee was entitled to it. 
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I believe, and I know that Mr. Bauman believes—we are under a 
moral certainty that Mr. Nelson told a truthful story. I feel that the 
community in general will be better off for knowing of this, what it 
was all about. 

To the best of my knowledge, this has never been stated before 
under oath by Mr. Nelson and never before appeared in any newspaper 
or any article, from my own knowledge of the complete picture; 
from my own knowledge of the complete picture I believe Mr. Nel- 
son has testified truthfully. 

Senator Hunr. Was this information given to us by the witness 
ever developed in the courtroom 4 

Mr. Sotomon. Never. Mr. Nelson, as far as I know, has never been 
before a grand jury in connection with this case, has never been before 
a trial jury in connection with this case, and from the very nature of 
the proceeding—a very strange proceeding, if I may characterize it as 
such, of making him a de fendant 2 months after Leake hed been 
arrested—he could not be compelled to testify under examination, 
either direct or cross, he could not be compelled to testify and his wife 
could not be compelled to testify because of privileged communica- 
tion; therefore, that made it impossible. 

The Cuarrman. Who was the district attorney at that time? 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Fay. 

The Cuarrman. When did he retire ? 

Mr. Bauman. He retired in the fall of 1951. My best recollection 
is it was somewhere around October 15 or November 1 of 1951. 

The Cuairman,. I record my surprise occasioned by what we have 
just heard and also my bitter condemnation of the person or persons 
responsible for Nelson’s failure to testify against the man who not 
only attempted to murder him in cold blood but almost succeeded in 
accomplishing his criminal purpose. 

If this is a typical example of law enforcement in the District of 
Columbia, it should be quite understandable why Washington has 
gained the deplorable reputation of being one of the most criminal 
cities of its size in the United States. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Bauman. Detective Set. Reuben Nichols. 

Please rise and be sworn. 

The CHairMan. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are 
about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help 3 you God? 

Mr. Nicuots. I do, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF REUBEN NICHOLS, RETIRED DETECTIVE 
SERGEANT, METROPOLITAN POLICE DEPARTMENT 


Mr. Nicnous. Mr. Chairman, may I make a statement, please ? 

The CHarrman. Certainly. 

Mr. Bauman. You may be seated. 

Mr. Nicnous. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Chairman and members of this committee, counsel, members of 
the press; I am before this committee in answer to a subpena served 
on me at my home. Before I begin my testimony, I should like to 
clarify my position. 

[ am a retired detective sergeant of the Metropolitan Police De- 
partment, Washington, D.C. I served in that Department from Sep- 
tember 3, 1930, to September 1, 1951, about 21 years. 
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I began as a beat patrolman and served in that capacity for a period 
of 914 years. For a period in 1939 and 1940 I was detailed to the 
Office of Chief of Police, Maj. Ernest W. Brown. 

During 1940 and 1941 I worked on several special investigations for 
the Detective Bureau, and on August 6, 1941, I was made a detective 
sergeant and assigned to the robbery squad. 

About 1 week later I was transferred to the homicide squad—and, 
gentlemen, may I add at this point, that I was the first member of 
my race to be so assigned in the history of the Metropolitan Police 
Department. 

Sethe that time, my time in the homicide squad, I was assigned to 
and broke many of the most heinous cases handled by this squad. 

Also, I was officially commended by the grand jury sitting during 
the October term of 1941 for the manner in which I conducted my 
investigations in several difficult homicide cases. 

I have tried to be a credit to the Metropolitan Police Department 
and I have never been cited before the Police Trial Board for infrac- 
tions of Department rules, in my 21 years of service. 

After my service in the homicide squad, I was again assigned to the 
robbery squad, and remained so assigned until my retirement for dis- 
ability on September 1, 1951. 

Gentlemen, during my 10 years of service in the Detective Bureau, 
it was my constant aim and purpose to become as efficient as humanly 
porsible in the detection and prevention of crime, all crime in the 

istrict of Columbia. 

I have many commendations, and most of them are for the appre- 
hension of gunmen and robbers and killers. I worked on an average 
of 12 to [after pause ]—12 to 20 hours a day. 

In my efforts to develop into a first-class detective, capable of 
handling all assignments, I read books on police procedure and crime 
detection. [Pause.] [Short interval.] 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Witness, please try to calm yourself. 

Mr. Nicuots. I can calm myself. 

In my efforts to develop into a first-class detective, capable of han- 
dling all assignments, I read books on police procedure and crime 
detection. I sought the counsel of older and reputable detectives in 
this and other jurisdictions. I cultivated acquaintances with people in 
all walks of life, including the underworld. I maintained correspond- 
ence and contact with oustanding detectives and police officials and 
people in public life all over the United States, at my own expense. 

I traveled extensively and made observations in other cities for the 
purpose of building up backlogs of information that would help me 
and the Police Department as a whole—this, too, gentlemen, was done 
at my own experise. 

I have mentioned these activities to show this committee the vast 
requirements needed to be a top-grade detective in the present-day 
era of shrewd and intelligent criminals. I believe, gentlemen, that 
my record during 10 years of service as a detective will speak for itself. 

In conclusion, gentlemen, it is true that I appear here as a retired 
police officer, but a citizen as well. 

I hold no malice or animosity against anyone, policeman or citizen, 
and I am not a paid employee of this committee, but I would like it 
understood now that I have no motive or reason for testifying before 
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this committee other than to do my duty, as I see it, before Almighty 
God. 

The Cuarrman. Counsel may proceed. 

Mr. BAUMAN, Sergeant Nichols, you were assigned to the robbery 
squad in 1942; is that correct? 

Mr. Nicwoxs. 1941, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. 1941? 

Mr. Nicuots. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And during the time of your assignment in the rob- 
bery squad did you have a conversation with Inspector Keck ? 

Mr. Nicwoxs. I did, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And did he indicate to you that he was to be advised 
of what was going on in certain areas? 

Mr. Nicuots. He did, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you tell the committee, please, what that con- 
versation was ? 

Mr. Nicuoxs. He asked me when I was promoted to sergeant to 
keep my ear close to the ground, especially in the uptown area, Seventh 
Street, U Street, Fourteenth Street. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you from that time keep yourself so posted on 
what was going on? 

Mr. Nicnots. I tried to, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you make any reports to higher officials of the 
department from time to time? 

Mr. Nicuoxs. I did, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. To whom did you make such ? 

Mr. Nicos. Captain Strange. 

Mr. Bauman. When was the first time, Sergeant, that you met 
Charles Nelson ¢ 

Mr. Nicwoxs. It was in the Brass Rail, sir, while he was employed 
there as manager. 

Mr. Bauman. And you got to like Nelson, didn’t you ? 

Mr. Nicnoxs. I did, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Why was that ? 

Mr. Nicuots. He was clean, he was honest, and the first person who 
worked there that I could trust. 

Mr. BauMAN. Sometime in 1947, did you hear from various sources, 
any reports as to Roger Simkins’ position in the numbers business ? 

Mr. Nicnots. I did, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What were those reports ? 

Mr. Nicnors. It seemed that he had become very strong 

Mr. Bauman. Who had become very strong ¢ 

Mr. Nicnots. Simkins, in the number business, in the uptown urea. 
In other words, he was the strongest man that backed numbers uptown. 

Mr. Bauman. And had you heard that any of his competitors were 
being squeezed out of the business ? 

Mr. Nicwors. I did, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you hear that? 

Mr. Nicnors. Well, at that time from my observations I would 
say that there were about six or seven colored men that were backers 
in the uptown area; and these men started, from my _ observation, 
since 1945. That is when Simkins was taken for $100,000 and after 








264 CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


this swindle, we called it, went down, then I know that Leake, Polston, 
the Suder brothers and Mollett were backing numbers, and it seems 
as though Simkins during 1947 started to try to be the biggest—take 
their place and I understand that he would go around or send emis. 

saries around and demand these books and if they did not come uy 
w with them, they would say, “Well you can look for the man tomorrow,” 
meaning the vice squad or police. 

Mr. Bauman. “Look for the man tomorrow” ? 

Mr. Nicuons. Yes, sir, and from time to time I would hear com- 
plaints. 

Mr. Bauman. You know Roger Simkins personally, don’t you? 

Mr. Nicuors. I know him, yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever heard him make any remarks which 
in your cavern might have borne out these claims of police protection! 

Mr. NiIcHOLs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you tell the committee what those were, please? 

Mr. Nicnoxs. On one or two occasions while I w as in the Brass Rail 
there, standing around—there used to be a crowd in there from the 
{ime it opened in the morning until it closed—some of the boys would 
have trouble with the police in various parts of Washington the day 
before or something and I would hear him say when he heard it, 
“What is that? What did you say? Did you get his number? Ifa 
man works for me he can work under a street lamp.” 

Mr. Bauman. “If a man works for me he can work under a street 
lamp”? 

Mr. Nicuors. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that what Roger Simkins said in front of you? 

Mr. Nicnors. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. You heard him? 

Mr. Nicnors. I heard him and I heard him say, “If any of the cops 
get in wrong I will try the case at midnight.” 

The Cuarmman. Please repeat that. 

Mr. Nicnoxs. “If any of the cops get in wrong I will try the case 
at midnight.” 

About the second or third time—I thought that he was referring to 
me or talking before me for my benefit, I ‘didn’t say anything to him. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, the Brass Rail shooting occurred January 8, 
1918, is that correct ? 
Mr. Nicuois. That is correct. 
Mr. Bauman. Did you say, Mr. Nichols, that you wondered after 
mu heard Simkins say that two or ‘three times in your presence—— 
Mr. Nicno.s. Yes, sir. 
Mr. ee. Whether it was meant for you ? 
Mr. Nicuors. Yes, sir, he did make remarks that if a man wrote 
numbers for him that he could work under a street light and “If any 
of the cops get in wrong I will try the case at midnight.” 

Mr. Bauman. On January 8, 1948, the Brass Rail shooting took 
place; a that correct ? 

Mr. Nicuots. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, about a month before that shooting did you 
see Nelson in the Brass Rail ? 

Mr. Nicnuots. I did, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. D'd you have a conversation with him? 

Mr. Nicuoxs. I did, sir. 
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Mr. Bauman. What did you say to him and what did he say to 
you ¢ , 

Mr. Nicuoxs. I had gotten information from one or two sources 
along U Street to Seventh—Seventh and U is called the “stem” in 
Washington 

Mr. Bauman. I wonder if you could speak just a little more slowly 
because the reporter, I am sure, has trouble getting everything you 
are saying. 

Mr. Nicnots. All right. 

Mr. Bauman. If you will talk more slowly I think that all of us 
will appreciate it. 

Mr. NicHors. Thank you, sir. 

I had gotten information along U Street and Seventh Street that 
Shapiro, that is Shep Shapiro, and Simkins were squeezing the other 
number men along U Street. 

Mr. Bauman. What do you mean by that ¢ 

Mr. Nicwots. Taking their pl: Lys, and that the -y intended to do some 
shooting, to kill both ‘of them. 

I dropped a hint or two around Shapiro about it and he just 
shrugged his shoulders and so—— 

Mr. Bauman. Did you talk to Nelson about it, Sergeant ? 

Mr. Nicnors. Yes, sir; 1 am coming to that right now. 

When I heard it the second time—and that time I was told, “Nick, 
you better get up around the Casbah, they are getting together, they 
are going to shoot Simkins and Shapiro.” 

I went up there and there was the group there, holding a big con- 
ference and when I walked in, they looked at me and saw me and they 
scattered away, sort of one by one. 

I left there and I went right back to the Brass Rail and I got 
Charles—and the information I had gotten was when they would come 
in to get Simkins and Shapiro, “If this third guy got in the way, 
they would take a slug at him.’ 

Mr. Bauman. And whom did you take them to mean? 

Mr. Nicuots. Nelson. So, I told Nelson. 

First, I called him behind the bar. I said, “Charles” [after pause] 
I said, “These guys are gunning for Simkins and Shep Shapiro and 
when they come in if you get in the w: ay they are going to kill you. 

I said, “Whatever you do, don’t get involved in this mess, you stay 
out of the way.” I said, “I will try to talk to these fellows about this 
squeeze.” 

Mr. Bauman. Did you tell any police official at this time of what 
you had heard ? 

Mr. Nicwots. Captain Strange. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, about January 8, 1948, did Mrs. Nelson call 
Mrs. Nichols on the phone ? 

Mr. Nicnoxs. She did, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And what did she say to her? 

Mr. Nicuors. She told my wife she wanted to get hold of me as 
Charles had gotten shot and seriously wounded and he wanted me to 
come to the hospital and see him. 

Mr. Bauman. On that day—— 

Mr. Nicnoxs. That was after, about the 15th, I will say, of January. 

Mr. Bauman. On that day or following that day did you go to 
see Nelson at Freedman’s Hospital ? 
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Mr. Nicnoxs. I did, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you have a conversation with Nelson? 

Mr. Nicnots. I did, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What did you say to him and what did he sa; 
to you? 

Mr. Nicnors. Well, the nurse showed me into the ward and he was 
on the first bed on the left in ward 6. 

I said, “Hello, Charles,” and he says, “Hello, Sergeant.” 

I said, “How did this thing happen ?” 

And he said, “Don’t be worried, I will come through,” and so he 
sort of dropped a few tears in front of me and then pointed to a bed 
over there across the hall and said, “There’s the guy that shot me,” 
and I said, “How did it happen,” and he told me. 

He told me how the guy came in looking for Simkins and for 
Shapiro and the girl told him the place was closed and so he insisted 
upon coming in. 

Now, this. light-skinned colored fellow—Nelson, I guess he forgot 
what I had told him, he said, “Mister, the place is closed. You cannot 
go in the back”—he was putting the money in the safe at that tim 
he told me. 

So, the guy come around, and after a minute or two he said, “Y 
got to go out of here,” and started to escort him out of the place a 
as he tried to escort him, the guy said, “I will go out, I will go out 
your place,” and he goes sbont three steps from Nelson and he 
fired 

Mr. Bauman. This is what Nelson told you? 

Mr. Nicnoxs. Nelson, at the hospital, and he said that he had put 
a gun, I believe, in his poc ‘ket, or he had gotten a gun, anyway, and 
he fired at this man running through the “door, I believe he said | 
shot two or three times and the next thing, his wife called a policeman 
and he was sent to the hospital. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you have any further conversation with him on 
that day? 

Mr. Nicwots. I don’t recall any more. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, the Sunday ther 
pital with Roger Simkins? 

Mr. Nicuozs. I did, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Under what circumstances did that take place? 

Mr. Nicnoris. We were at the Brass Rail this Sunday, looking for 
some out-of-town thugs at this place, the Brass Rail, and Simkin 
said—he was sitting at a table with some fellow I didn’t know or 
recognize, a well-dressed fellow 

So, after a few minutes he said, ‘This is Nick and Dixon,” the 
guy working with me, and he said, “It is about time we went to the 
hospital, I want to see Charles.’ 

And he asked me had I been to see him and I told him “Yes,” | 
had been to see him the other day and he said he wanted to go and | 
said I wanted to go back up there again and he w anted us to go alo! 
with him, he said, “You know, these ; guys were gunning for me and, of 
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Mr. Nicuots. Yes, sir. So, I looked at Dixon. 
go, but I said maybe something might happen, I better go, you kuov 
what I mean. 


I did not want to 





CRIM 


So, I we 
Mr. Bat 
Mr. Nic 
he and thi 
We wer 
there we % 
there in tl 
So he ¢ 
heard Sin 
“Dixon, | 
want ther 
Mr. Ba 
Mr. Nr 
Mr. Ba 
after that 
Mr. N1 
Mr. Ba 
to come O 
Mr. Ni 
Mr. Ba 
Mr. Ni 
Mr. B: 
time? 
Mr. Ni 
Mr. B: 
Mr. N: 
o'clock 0) 
He sal 
my wife 
see him, 
And I 
now ?” 
He sai 
local pay 
And tl 
concern 
Mr. B 
did he te 
Mr. N 
because 
you hav 
So, Wi 
downto’ 
before v 
with me 
Mr. I] 
Mr. N 
Mr. I 
men vis 
sation ¥ 
Mr. 
Mr. ] 
Mr. ] 
is hou 
come in 


CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 267 


So, I went to the hospital with him and this strange colored fellow. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Detective Sergeant Dixon accompany you? 

Mr. Nicnots. He did, sir. We rode in the back seat together while 

, and this fellow sat in the front. 

W e went to the hospital and we went to ward 6 and when we got 
there we went to the private room at the right and there was Nelson 
there in the room. 

So he and Charles got to discussing money and expenses and I 
heard Simkins say, “I spent $175” about something. And so I said, 
“Dixon, let us go out of here’—you know what I mean, I didn’t 
want them to be embarrassed. 

Mr. Bauman. You and Mr. Dixon walked out into the hall ? 

Mr. Nicuors. Correct, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you take Mr. Simkins back to the Brass Rail 
after that? 

Mr. Nicnors. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. In March of 1948, did Nelson call you and ask you 
to come over to see him ? 

Mr. Nicnots. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And did you go and see him? 

Mr. Nicnoxs. I did, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And did you have a conversation with him at that 
time ? 

Mr. Nicnots. I did, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What was that conversation ? 

Mr. Nicnoxs. Charles called me at my home sometime around 10 
o'clock on Thursday morning, my day off. 

He said he had to see me right away. I told him we were busy, 
my wife and I, we were fixing to go downtown and I couldn’t go and 
see him, and he said, “Sarge, I must see you, it is very import: unt. 

And I said, “Could you tell me on the phone what has happened 
now ?” 

He said, “I had some visitors last night,” he said, “two men from a 
local paper and two agents from the FBI.” 

And they wanted him to give them the whole story of “What I know 
concerning the police and Simkins’ dealings in the Brass Rail.” 

Mr. Bauman. Now, when you came to his house on that occasion 
did he tell you which way he wanted you to go in ¢ 

Mr. Nic HOLS. Yes, sir. He said, “Now, don’t go in the front door 
because Simkins has got some guy named Korneige watching it; 
you " ave to come in the back w ay. 

my wife was disgusted with that because she wanted to get 
iowniote n, but I talked to her and we stopped and got some meat 
before we got there, I was trying to satisfy her, on I asked her to go 
with me bee ‘ause it was too cold to leave her in the « 

Mr. Bauman. Did she go into Nelson’s etieg with you? 

Mr. Nicuous. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, after he had told you that he had had some 
men visiting him from the FBI, did you have any further conver- 
sation with him? 

Mr. Nicrrous. I did, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What did he say to you‘ 

Mr. Nicuors. The first thing, after I got up the stairs and into 

is house was this: “Come in the back, Sarge, 1 want to talk to you, 
come into this room.” 
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Mr. Bauman. I might say, Sergeant, in this particular connectio; 
you need not use the exact words. 
Mr. Nicnors. Yes; I understand you, sir; 
Mr. Bauman. Go ahead. 
Mr. Nicnors. He said, “Sarge, I have found out that the cops her 


I understand. 


are crookeder than Simkins,” and I said, “What is happening now ” 


He says, “These cops on my case have twisted this thing all around 
and they have tried to make me the goat in this suit 
“Since they are trying to drown me, [ am going to drown them al! 
with me.” 


And he said, “I have been paying off a whole lot of the so-and-so’s,” 


and he started naming men. 

L said, “Charles, wait a minute now, 
I said, “you know I am not wearing the gold on my shoulder, I an 
getting paid”—but he still kept naming polic emen. 

So I said, 


doing to me, you are putting me right on the spot.’ 


H> was very angry, and so after—I couldn't talk to him and I said, 


“All right, since you feel that way, you go ahead and report them 
and ‘ » whe at you see fit, but forget that you ever met me and I said 
that rere ‘and with that I started to leave. 

When I got to the door leading into the dining room and kitchen, 
] eek and I said, “Charles,” I says, “you put me”—I told him again 
that he put me in a heck of a spot. 

I said. “You know I can’t go to your boss for you,” I said, “but I 
know a couple of men real well that you have mentioned to me and 
I am going to go by and see these men within the next 15 minutes 
and either one or both will either call on you or see you within a half 
an hour. Look for them.” 

Charles said to me, he sat himself up in the chair, and he said, 
[hey better help me, they better help me.” 

Mr. Bauman. Did you go to see those fellows at that time? 

Mr. Nicnors. I did, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you go? 

Mr. “1cnors. No. 2 

Mr. Bauman. And whom did you see at No. 2? 

Mr. Nicnois. Captain Strange. 

Mr. Bauman. bgt you have a conversation with Captain Strange! 
Mr. Nicuezs. I did, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What did you say to him and what did he say to you! 
Mr. Nicrrors. I said, “C aptain,’ * I said, “now, I am going to talk 
to you about something that I just got, I am talking to you not from 
a sergeant to captain but on a man-to-man basis,” I said, “I will try 
to give you the whole story as the boy gave it to me for your benefit 
to handle as you see fit to handle it. 

Mr. Bxuman. Did you tell him what Nelson had said ? 

Mr. Nicurors. I told him and he said to me, “Where does he live?” 

I said, “1808 H Street NE., second floor.” 

He said, “What do you think I should do about it ?” 

T said, “Go out and see him right now.” 

He said. “Have you seen or talked to anybody else about this yet!” 

I said, “Not yet, but my wife thinks I should see Pittman in No. 13 
and talk to him, but since you are going, you can handle this thing by 
yourself.” 


oer 





.” and he says, 


” T said, “wait a minute now.” 


“Tam not getting paid for it, you know what you are 
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Mr. Bauman. Did you leave Captain Strange at that time? 

Mr. Nicuots. I left C aptain Strange at that time, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you go then? 

Mr. Nicriors. I got in my car and I started for Goldenberg’s depart- 
ment store for my wife. When I got to Seventh and K, I] turned left. 

My wife said to me, “You want to go up and see Pittman? 

I told her, “No, Maude, let him do this thing, he can handle 

She thought I was unfair about it—— 

Mr. Bauman. Did she suggest you talk to—— 

Mr. Nicnors. Lieutenant Pittman; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. After your conversation with your wife on that score, 
where did you go? 

Mr. Nicnors. I went to No. 1: sand asked the clerk for Pittman, and 
he said, “He is off sick, Sergeant.” 

I said, “What is his number at home?” 

He gave it to me and I dialed him on a booth phone and I told him— 
Pittman—I got his wife and she asked who was calling and I said who, 
and I said, “I want him, I want to talk to him.” 

And when he came to the phone I said, “This is Nichols, Iam calling 
you at No. 13 now in a telephone booth. I just left this fellow Ne!l- 
son’s house, the fellow that got shot in the Brass Rail,” and I said, 
“He is very bitter about the police. He said ‘Simkins was promised 
protection for me’ and it seems he feels they double-crossed him and 
got the police in on it somehow or other and he thinks the cops are 
going to twist him around with Simkins, out of his money. 

I said, “Now, he mentioned your name while talking to me” and he 
said, “He was a liar.” and I said, “Well, I don’t know, I have never 
seen a cop take a dime in my life but I am telling you what the man 
just told me.” 

So, after a brief discussion I hung up on the man, we finished the 
conversation, and I left 13. 

Mr. Bauman. The following evening about 6 o’clock did you get a 
telephone call at your home ¢ 

Mr. Nicirors. I did, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. From whom was that ? 

Mr. Nicuors. Roger Simkins. 

Mr. Bauman. Had Roger Simkins ever called you at your home 
before ? 

_Nicnons. It was the first time he called me in his life. 

: Bauman. What was that telephone conversation ? 

. Nicnoxs. After my daughter answered the tele phone she called 
me and said, “Some man wants to talk to you.” I said, “Yes,” and 
he said. “Hello. Nick.” and I said “Hello,” and he said, “This is 
Simkins, Roger Simkins.” And I said—— 

Mr. Bauman. Now, you are going too fast for me. 

Mr. Nicuors. So I said, “Yes,” and he said, “Can I see you tonight ?” 

lL said, “Yes, I will be at the office at 7 o'clock,” I said, “Come on 

right down and I will talk to you. 

He said he didn’t want to come to the office, “I want to meet you 
any place but there.’ 

i said, “W hy don’t you want to meet me the re? Is there anything 
wrong with it } Nobody is going to bite you. 
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And he said, “I don’t want it there,” and in the next breath he said, 
“You know, there is a big fight in Madison Square Garden tonight 
and I thought that you could go by and look at the television and we 
could talk.” 

My brother just came from Leavenworth—that is my home—and 
he asked me if I would please take him the next time I saw a televisior 
fight, take him with me, and so I asked him, “Look, Roger, my brother 
is here, can I bring him when I come to talk to you?” 

He said, “Yes; all right.” 

So, about 9 o’clock or around 9 o'clock we got to his house—when | 
say we, Detective Dixon, my brother, and myself—and when I got 
there, 1 knocked at the door and some man about 60 years old came 
to the door and asked who it was, and I said, “Sergeant Nichols,” 
so he admitted me and my brother and Dixon. 

About that time Mrs. Simkins came walking down the hall from 
the second floor to see who was there and she spoke to me, “Hello, 
Sergeant Nichols.” 

I spoke back to her and she said, “Roger had to go out on a little 
business but he will be back shortly and you all go ahead downstairs 
and I will turn on the television and you can watch it.” 

So, sure enough, we went on downstairs and she came right on and 
turned the television on for us. That was about 5 minutes past 9. 

Mr. Bauman. Well now, at about 20 minutes after 10, did Simkins 
come down into this place where you were watching the fights by 
television ¢ 

Mr. Nicuots. He did, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he say anything to you when he came in? 

Mr. Nicuors. Yes, sir; he came down the bannister from the steps 
and stopped about the middle of the steps, he looked over and he 
said, “Hello, Nick,” or he said, “Hello, Nick, and hello, Little Nick’”— 
that is the way he spoke to us. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he come on down then or—— 

Mr. Nicuoxs. No, sir; he went back upstairs and talked to some 
people up there in the bedroom, the way it seemed to me, and then 
came on down. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he go on to the bar at that time? 

Mr. Nicuoxs. He did, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did he ask you to join him at the bar? 

Mr. Nicuoxis. He said—yes, sir—a couple of times he started moving 
this stool around and he said, “Nick, look, you can see the television 
from here and we can talk.” 

Mr. Bauman. Did you join him at the bar? 

Mr. Nicuots. I did, sir. 

Mr. Baum \n. Did you have a conversation with him at the bar then! 

Mr. Nicuors. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Tell us, please, what that was. 

Mr. Nicnoxs. He said, “What is that fellow Nelson supposed to have 
been telling you about?” mean the police were crooked. 

I said, “Well, Roger,” I said, “you know, the boy likes me quite a 
bit,” I said, “and he has been talking to me, but what he said, I went to 


two officials about it and told them and I don’t think I am free to talk 
to vou about it now.” 


He says, “Well, why can’t you talk to me?” 
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“Well,” I said, “because it doesn’t concern you,” I said, “as much as 
it concerns the police department,” and I says, “I am certain the 
officials have told you the whole story so you know what aE med.” 

He said, “What is = matter, are you edgy ¢ > And Isaid,“I am not 


edgy,” and he said, “I am going to tell you what I am going to do with 
”9 
YOu: er 


Mr. Bauman. That is what Simkins was telling you? 

Mr. Nicnors. Talking to me; yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. 

Mr. Nicnors. “I am going to call your boss up,” and I said, “My 
boss?” And he said, “Yes, your boss. M: ajor Barrett, | am going to 
have you up in his office at 9:15,” and we had a set-tothen. I cone him, 
I said, “Look, I don’t know what these people have told you, but I 
know what I have told them, nothing that I have told them was hurt- 
ing you too much,” | said, “and if you had them here I would talk to 
you, but they are not here.” 

So he says, “I am going to teach you never to mind my business.’ 

And I said, “As long as 1 am a policeman you are going to respect 
me. I was here before you came and I think I will be here after you 
leave,” and I said, “You know, we have an FBI agency here,” 
cursed the FBI. 

So, I got to thinking about this thing. And I said, “I only talked to 
two men about this, Roger, and I don’t know what you have been told, 
but where is your telephone ¢” 

So I took him up to the telephone in the kitchen, the lefthand side, 
near the drain, and I got National 4000 and I got precinct No. 13 and 
after I got precinct No. 13 I asked the clerk if Pittman was there and 
he said, “Yes.” 

I said, “Let me talk to him;” I said: 

“Pittman, this is Nichols. I am at Simkins’ house now,” I said 
“What did you tell this man?” 

So, he says, “Oh, I just told him what you told me.” 

I said, “No, you didn’t” I said, “you didn’t either. You used strange 
words and told him a whole lot of stuff I did not tell you.” 

He says, “No; don’t worry about it.” 

I said, “I am not worried about anything, but I want to see you at 
midnight at the precinct.” I said, “Simkins, I want you there, too.” 

Mr. Bauman. op Lieutenant Pittman was working there until 
midnight ; 4 to 12, wasn’t he? 

Mr. Nicuots. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. When you said you wanted to see him at midnight, 
that was the’end of his shift ? 

Mr. Nicuoxs. That is correct. 

So, when Simkins started hesitating about coming, mentioning 
about something else to do, I said, “You better come along, I will iock 
you up. You be at the precinct so I can talk to you and Pittman 
together,” and he said, “I will be there.” 

Mr. Bauman. Will you talk a little more slowly ? 

Mr. Nicnoxs. “I will be there.’ 

In the meantime, Dixon had left to go to some meeting of his and 
then I and my brother left and we went up on U Street and found 
Dixon somewhere about 11 o’clock. 

About a quarter of 12 I go to the precinct and wait for Pittmen and 
he is smoking chain cigarettes and at a quarter past 12 he leaves the 


and he 
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precinct and I am looking for Simkins all along, but he hasn’t shown 
up—-— 

Mr. Bauman. Where did you wait for Simkins? 

Mr. Nicnoxs. We parked our cars on U Street just west of Vermont 
Avenue, the other places were filled up along the precinct. So, he 
parked his car in front of my car and we stood there from about 12: 2) 
until 1:25. 

He persuaded me that everything was going to be all right and not to 
worry and I said, “Don’t get me wrong. I am not worried about not). 
ing.” Tsaid,“The man didn’t name me.” 

So, about 1:25 a big Buick Roadmaster with white sidewalls came 
up Vermont Avenue and that car to me resembled Simkins’ car, the 
same model; at least it looked like it. And I said “Pittman, that is 
Simkins’ ear,” I said, “that is him.” 

Mr. Bauman. And you ran into the street and called to him to stop’ 

Mr. Nicnots. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you recognize Simkins as the driver of that car? 

Mr. Nicuots. I am certain of that, and there were four other men 
in that car besides. 

Mr. Bauman. I believe you told me that you are not sure of their 
identities. 

Mr. Nicnors. I am not sure, but they looked like somebody I knew 
and when I hollered to this car and run up the street to stop it, this 
Buick opened up with everything it had and went flying down and I 
said, “That is him, all right. It is 1:30 now.” So I says, “we might 
as well go on home.” 

Mr. Bauman. Did you go home at that time? 

Mr. Nicucts, I did, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did anything happen at roll call? 

Mr. Nicuors. Yes, sir. Next morning at roll call—and honestly, 
I had forgotten about Simkins’ threat because it sounded so absurd 
to me—about 9:15 Lieutenant Murray comes to my desk. 

He said, “Nick, the Major told me to bring you upstairs to the office 
right away.” 

Che Cuatrman. Who told you? 

Mr. Nicnoxs. Lieutenant Murray. 

Mr. Bauman. The man who is now Major and Superintendent of 
Police? 

Mr. Nicnots. And he said, “Nick, Major Barrett wants you to be 
up at his office right away.” : 

So, after a second or two—“I think I know what it is all about, I 
think he is mad about that picture that was in the paper a week or 
so ago’ —it was shortly before that. 

Senator WeLker. He said that or you said that? 

Mr. Nicnors. No; he told me that. 

So I said to him, I said—I made a remark, knowing how the story 
come about—the story come in the paper this way, I better explain 
that: 

While IT was in Cleveland the reporters from the paper came to 
see about this $8,000 money-making-machine business T broke, and he 
gave them the story but could not give the lingo, and they wanted to 
make a magazine section or story of it, and so when he came back, I 
told him I would give him the rest of the.story and lingo. 
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And so I knew that, and I didn’t want to get involved there, and 
[ told him, “i know the thing, let me take it, I can explain it, I can 
tell him how it come about,” and I said—— 

Mr. Bauman. Well, at the time, Sergeant, you still felt that Major 
Barrett wanted to see you about the picture of yours that had been 
in the Afro-American ¢ 

Mr. Nicuoxs. I thought he knew. 

Mr. Bauman. You thought he knew? 

Mr. Nicuoxs. That is correct, sir, but when I got off at the fifth 
floor—in the meantime I had never mentioned to him about Simkins, 
because I didn’t think anything of that threat of last night made to 
me. 

So, when I got upstairs to his office he, Lie ‘utenant Murray, told the 
gentleman at the front desk there, “Tell the Major I me Nick,” and he 


did, and I think I heard Barrett speak over the P. A. system, “Let 
him wait.” 
Then, oh, in about 6 or 7 minutes he said, “Send him back,” so 


Murray t: ites me back to Major Barrett’s office. 

When I walked into the door leading down this hall—— 

Mr. Bauman. Will you speak a little more slowly ? 

Mr. Nicnors. I am sorry. When I walked down the hall leading 
into his office, he was at that door, locking that door to his private 
secretary. 

Then he walked to that door I had just come throuch and locked 
that door, and then he turned around and said to me, “You so and so, 
you are up to some more of your so and so tricks.” 

I said, “What do you mean, Major?” 

H> said. “You know what I mean.” 

I said, “No; I don’t know what you mean.” 

And then he said thet me and Nelson were trying to shake Sim- 
kins for $5,000, or words to that effect, and I told him it was a so 
and so lie. 

And he said, “Don’t tell me that.” and I said, “Well, it is a so 
and so lie, I don’t care who told you.” 

“T will put you in the penitentiary for it,” he said, and I said, “You 
know what you can do.” 

Then Lieutenant Murray said something, we T said, “Lieutenant, 
he is wrong, I don't know what they told him, but he is wrong. ” 

“You so and so,” he said. “don’t tell me, I got it straight.” 

And I told him, I says, “Major, you certainly are a poor policeman 
or a poor official.” I was angry at that time, and I said, “I am a 
sergeant of the police department,” and I said, “I never lie, you never 
caught me lying, and I am not lying. I never tried to shake Simkins 
for nothing. He has got nothing I want.” 

And so, we had an awful set-to in that office. 

And so he threatened a second time to put me in the penitentiary 
and then asked me some other questions there and I said, “I am not 
going to tell you nothing else,” I said “you made your threats to me, 
but I tell you what I am going to do before I leave, I am going to 
employ counsel as of today and we will see who is right,” and he said, 
“T will have the grand jury Wednesday morning at 10 o'clock” and I 
said, “When you get there I will be there. I am a member of the 
police department” and T meant that. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you leave his office about that time 4 
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Mr. Nicnots. I did, sir. 
Mr. Bauman. Thereafter, Lieutenant Murray came back and told 
you that Major Barrett had sent Lieutenant Murray and Captain 
Strange down? 

Mr. Nicuots. Not at that time. Lieutenant Murray came down- 
stairs after I did and said to me, “Nick, the Major don’t want to 
hurt you but he has got the goods on you, he is going to give you 1) 
minutes to resign,” and I said, “Did he tell you that?” He said, 
“Yes”, and I said, “You go back and tell him that he can do so and so, 
please.” 

And so he went back and in about 5 minutes time he come back in 
a hurry and I said, “Where are you going, Lieutenant ¢” 

He said, “I have got an investigation to do, I got to see Nelson.” 

I said, “Who is going with you?” 

He said, “Captain Strange.” 

And I said, “Is he going, too, you mean to tell me that Captain 
Strange is going to investigate himself?” I said, “I am going with 
you.’ 

He said, “Wait a minute, Nick”—and I said, “I am not going to 
take any double cross.” 

Mr. Bauman. You are talking much too fast. 

Mr. Nicnoits, And I said that and he said, “No, Nick, let me 
handle this thing. You know I am fair.” 

I told him, “I know you are fair and no disrespect to you, Lieuten- 
ant, but,” I said, “you know who I am dealing with and I don’t pro- 
pose to take a double cross.” I said, “I haven’t got much to live for.” 

Mr. Bauman. Now, as a matter of fact, after your conversation 
with Lieutenant Murray, did Captain Strange go with him? 

Mr. Nicuots. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. After these incidents about what you have testified 
did Major Barrett ever recommend disciplinary proceedings of any 
kind against you? 

Mr. Nicnots. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you ever get trial board action? 

Mr. Nicnoxs. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Was any case involving you or your actions in this 
matter presented to the grand jury to your knowledge? 

Mr. Nicnots. I don’t know what he told the grand jury but they 
had me shortly after, you know. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, I do know, but were you ever made a defendant ! 

Mr. Nicuots. No, sir; no, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions of this witness. 

The Cnarrman. This hearing is adjourned until next Monday 
morning at 10 o'clock. 

(Whereupon, at 4: 15 p. m. the subcommittee recessed to reconven 
Monday, January 21, 1952, at 10 a. m.) 
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INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


MONDAY, JANUARY 21, 1952 


SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEEE 
ON THE District oF COLUMBIA, 
INVESTIGATING CRIME AND Law ENrorceMENT, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee reconvened, at 10 a. m. (pursuant to S. Res. 136, 
agreed to Sept. 13, 1951, Ist sess., 82d Cong.), in room 457, Senate 
Ofice Building, Senator Matthew M. Neely chatenans presiding. 

Present: Senators Neely, Hunt, Pastore, a Welker. 

Also present: Arnold Bauman, chief counsel to the subcommittee; 
Harold Solomon, associate counsel; Gerhard Van Arkel, chief counsel 
to the full committee; Robert H. Mollohan, chief clerk. 

The CuarrMan. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. Bauman, call your first witness. 

Mr. Bauman. Major Murray. 

The CHarrMAn. Major, do you solemnly swear that the testimony 
you are about to give shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help» you God? 

Major Murray. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF MAJ. ROBERT V. MURRAY, SUPERINTENDENT, 
METROPOLITAN POLICE DEPARTMENT 


Mr. Bauman. Will you be seated, Major? 

Is there a statement you want to make to the committee / 

Major Murray. Yes. there is. 

Mr. Chairman, members of the committee: When I was appointed 
Superintendent of the Metropolitan Police Department I was directed 
by the Board of Commissioners for the District of Columbia to coop- 
erate with this committee and to assist its staff in their efforts. I per- 
sonally have been happy to do this and I have directed the members 
of our Department to do likewise. 

| have stated publicly on several occasions recently that the many 
and varied investigations of the Department over the past few years 
have harmfully affected the morale of the De partment and have ren- 
dered the recruitment of new police officers very difficult. This is 
shown by the fact that there are at present 211 vacancies. 

Naturally, I had hoped this investigation would be completed as 
expeditiously as possible. However, it is also very important that 
our Department should have the full confidence and respect of the 
citizens of the District of Columbia. 
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As the Capital of the Nation, Washington is entitled to a model 
police force. For these reasons and in view of some of the testimony 
that has been taken here, I sincerely hope that this committee wil] 
make a thorough and decisive ‘nvestigation and will not leave the 
Department under a cloud. 

Most of the members of this Department with whom I have worked 
over the years are fine men, men who would be a credit to any positio 
they might hold. They have made a record in most phases of law en- 
forcement which in my opinion is unmatched by the police department 
of any major city. It has been an honor and a privilege to know and 
work with such men. 

1 would like to make it clear to this committee that in many contacts 
with Mr. Arnold Bauman, committee counsel, I have found him to be a 
very capable investigator and always fair in his dealings with me. | 
am sure that this committee and Mr. Bauman will want to give those 
police officers whose names have been mentioned in these hearings ar 
opportunity to appear here and testify under oath, should they desire 
to do so. 

If there is evidence of dishonesty or impropriety of action on the 
part of any member of the force, appropriate disciplinary action will 
be speedily taken. I want to pledge to this committee and to the 
citizens of the District of Columbia that I will in no way shirk my 
duties or responsibilities. I never have in the past. 

Since my appointment to the office of Superintendent of Police, | 
have repeatedly stressed to the force the importance of enforcing all 
laws without fear or favor, fairly and impartially. 

With reference to the enforcement of gambling laws, I think it will 
be of interest to the committee to know that I have designated Inspee- 
tor Clarence Lutz, an able and aggressive officer, as head of the gam 
bling squad. His background and training guarantee that an out- 
standing job of enforcement will be done in that sphere. He has been 
given a free hand in selection of the members of his squad, and I know 
that the gambling laws will be rigidly enforced. 

I personally have kept, and will keep, close personal supervision 
over this phase of law enforcement, and I want to assure the committee 
that I will tolerate no laxity in this regard. 

I hope when these hearings are completed that the good men of this 
Department, with the assistance of Congress and all law-abiding citi- 
zens of Washington, will join with me in making the Metropeclitan 
Police Department one of which the city can be proud. The uniform 
of the Metropolitan Police Department should be a symbol of pride 
and honor, and I intend to make it such a symbol. I would like to be 
given a fair opportunity to accomplish this. 

Senator Hunt. Major Murray, you speak of 211 vacancies, and that 
the various investigations, to your way of thinking, are responsible for 
those vacancies. I remember a couple of years ago before all these in- 
vestigations started we had 230 vacancies. 

Major Murray. [ don’t say it is entirely the fault of investigations, 
but we do have letters from applicants who will not come into the De 
partment while the Department is under continuous investigations. 

Senator Hunr. Major, what is the starting salary for a patrolman! 

Major Murray. It is thirty four hundred-and-some-odd dollars. | 
have that here, sir. It is $3,077.35, private class 1. 
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Senator Hunr. Well, that is roughly what, $260 a month. I think 
there is your reason for not being able to get the men to come on to your 
force. 

Major Murray. I do think that the pay seale is a very important 
factor. 

Senator Hunr. I can’t employ competent persons in my office today 
for any $260 a month. 

Major Murray. No, sir. I think that truck drivers and dishwashers 
make at least that much. 

The Carman. Major Murray, since your recent promotion the 
Chair has heard much good and nothing bad about you. Those who 
have known you for many years apparently have absolute confidence 
in your integrity, ability, industry, and energy. The Chair fully 
shares the good opinion of you which many others have e xpressed. If 
you live up to the high standard you have indicated you intend to 
establish and maintain as head of the police system of the greatest 
Capital in the KE, you will thereby render priceless service to Wash- 
ington and the } Nation, and inde libly write your name in the golden 
book of fame. 

This committee is not responsible for the conditions which have 
made its investigation necessary. Certainly the record now clearly 
indicates that a thorough investigation is overdue. If, within a rea- 
sonable time, conditions are not greatly improved and the police force 
is not purged of all who think that it is their duty to protect the law- 
less instead of the law abiding, there will doubtless be other invest iga- 
tions, and it may unfortunately become still more difficult to induc 6 
cood and capable men to enter your service. On the other hand, 14 


vou make the Washington Police 8 ese the pride of the Na- 
tion and membership in it a shining mark of distinction, adequate 
numbers of thoroughly qualified men will, in be opinion of the Chair, 
eagerly seek the privilege of helping you to banish crime, enforce the 
law, enthrone order, and make Washington’s government the model 
for that of all the other great capitals of the world. Major, we wish 
you unsurpassable success. We assure you that 


Our hearts, our hopes, our prayers, our tears, 
Our faith triumphant o'er our fears, 
Are all with thee—are all with thee! 
Major Murray. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
The CuatrmMan. Mr. Bauman, plea ise procee dd. 
Mr. Bauman. Major Murray, in the year 1948 what was your as- 
signment ? 
Major Murray. I was in charge of the robbery squad, the first part 
of 1948. Later I was made captain of detectives. 
Mr. Bauman. What was your rank the first part of 1948 ? 
Major Murray. Lieutenant. 
Mr. Bauman. Do you know Detective Sgt. Reuben Nichols, now 
retired ¢ 
Major Murray. I do. I was appointed to the police force the same 
day and was in the police class with Sergeant Nichols. 
Mr. Bauman. Was he in any way working under you during 1948? 
Major Murray. He was assigned to the robbery squad, of which T 
was the squad supervisor. 









278 CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 





Mr. Bauman. Do you remember an incident during the early par, 
of that year when then Major Barrett asked you to bring Nicho); 
up to his office ¢ 

Major Murray. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you tell the committee what happened at that 
time? 

Major Murray. Well, it was on a Saturday morning and it was 
shortly after our morning roll call, which is over around 9 a. m., and 
I got a call to bring Sergeant Nichols to the Major’s office. 

I got ahold of Nichols and told him we had to go to the major3 
office, and on the way up I told him I thought I knew what it was about, 
Nichols’ picture had appeared in the Afro-American newspaper just 
a day or so before, and, being assigned to the plain clothes work, it 
is the policy of the Department that pictures not appear in the paper, 

Mr. Bauman. Did you go up to Major Barrett’s office? 

Major Murray. We did. 

Mr. Bauman. What happened then? 

Major Murray. Well, when we entered the office I was taken con. 
pletely by surprise about the subject because I thought it was about 
one thing, it turned out to be something else. 

Mr. Bauman. Please tell the committee what the conversation was 
between Major Barrett and Sergeant Nichols. 

Major Murray. Well, when we entered the office, Major Barrett 
rebuked Nichols and told him that he had information that he was 
trying to shake down a man for $5,000—Simkins. Well, Nichols, he 
is a very emotional man. He broke down, started crying, protested 
that it wasn’t so. 

Major Barrett also accused him of going with a woman by the name 
of Odessa, who I learned later is Odessa Madre, to the home of Nelson, 
and trying to get Nelson, or trying to help Nelson to get money from 
Simkins because he had been shot while in the employ of Simkins at 
the Brass Rail. 

He also told him that he had information that he had talked to 
Simkins at a prize fight in Cleveland, and Odessa was along with him 
at that time, in which he tried to get Simkins to compensate Nelson 
for his injuries. At the same time Major Barrett stated that he had 
also tried to get money from a Henry Leake, who was the assailant 
of Nelson, and who, himself, was shot in the same affray. 

Mr. Bauman. Is he the one known as “Piggy” Leake? 

Major Murray. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Continue. 

Major Murray. He stated that Nichols had tried to get money from 
him to settle and to compensate Nelson. Well, as I say, the major was 
very angry about it. 

He did say that if he could prove it he would send him to the peni- 
tentiary and that the matter would be placed before the grand jury. 
He did direct me to make an investigation and to go to Nelson 

Mr. Bauman. Now, before you come to that, sir, did Major Bar- 
rett accuse Nichols of “working both ends against the middle?” 

Major Murray. Yes; he did. He meant by that that he was trying 
to get money from Leake and from Nelson. 

Mr. Bauman. You were thereupon detailed to make an investigs- 
tion of this matter; is that right? . 
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Major Murray. Yes; it was on a Saturday morning that we were 
up in the office, and that night we had a detail—I was in charge of a 
detail of men at the Statler Hotel, and Major Barrett was there. Cap- 
tain Strange came up—lI think Major Barrett sent for him—and was 
directed to accompany me in the investigation. On Sunday 

Mr. Bauman. Before you get away from that, Major, what was the 
nature of the investigation that Major Barrett directed you to conduct # 

Major Murray. Nichols had stated that there were officers, members 
of the department, that were in collusion with Simkins, from his infor- 
mation from Nelson, and that they had accepted money and envelopes 
from him, so the next day we went out to see—— 

Mr. Bauman. Before you get to that—and I am sorry to interrupt 
you—was one of the purposes of the investigation also to determine 
whether or not Nichols had taken any money or had any deals set 
up with 

Major Murray. Oh, yes; that was part of the investigation. 

Mr. Bauman. Do I understand that Major Barrett directed that 
you take Captain Strange with you on this investigation ? 

’ Major Murray. He did. He told Captain Strange personally to 
go along with me; yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you continue. Did you go to see Mr. Nelson? 

Major Murray. Yes, the next day, Sunday, I met Captain Strange 
at No. 2 precinct, and we drove out to see Nelson. It was the first, last, 
and only occasion that I ever talked to Nelson. 

When we went in, I introduced myself and introduced Captain 
Strange. I told him that we had information that had come to the 
attention of the major that Sergeant Nichols had become involved in 
this case, a shooting case. Incidentally, the major rebuked him very 
strongly for entering into the case because he said it was being han- 
dled by the homicide squad. It was a shooting, and Nichols had no 
business into it. 

So when we talked to Nelson, from the testimony that I have read 
in the papers about Mr. Nelson, he forgot quite a bit of that conver- 
sation. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. As a matter of fact, as I remember his testi- 
mony here, it was very short. He said he did not remember most of 
the conversation that took place out there, and I am sure the committee 
would appreciate your filling them in on what did transpire. 

Major Murray. After I introduced myself and Captain Strange to 
Nelson, I told him of the information that had come to the attention 
of the major, that if he had any information concerning any member 
of the Police Department of whatever rank that was in collusion with 
Simkins or any other member of the underworld and accepting graft 
of any kind, it was his duty to tell me who they are, and if he did tell 
me, | would report it back both to Major Barrett and to the district 
attorney’s office. 

He said he was reluctant to talk about it. I asked him if Nichols had 
tried to get any money from him, if Nichols had been out to see him, 
and he said, yes he had, but he had called Nichols and Nichols was 
merely trying to help him. 

Mr. Bauman. I think, Major, if you will forgive me for a moment, 
on the state of the record I think it shows something that is not your 
recollection. You combined two questions into one. You said “and 
Nichols tried to get any money out of him, had he been out to see him,” 
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and your answer was “Yes, he did.” 
clearer. 

Major Murray. Not about getting money out of him. He said “No,” 
He said Nichols’ purpose was in trying to help him, Nelson. 

We stayed there about 15 or 20 minutes t alking about it, and T cay 
see now why he was reluctant to give me any information, if he had it 
He was interested in compensation for his injuries, according to the 
testimony brought out at this hearing. 

Mr. Bauman. What did you do then? Did you go to see “Piggy” 
Leake ? ; 

Major Murray. Well, as I was leaving, I told Nelson that if he 
remembered anything, if he wanted to talk to me later, to call me and 
I would come out to see him. I never heard from Nelson thereafter, 

We went up on R Street where we talked to Henry Leake, known as 
“Piggy” Leake. It was the first and only time I had ever talked 
him. We asked him if Nichols had tried to get any money out of 
him to compensate for the injuries inflicted on ‘Nelson, and he denied 
emphatically that he ever had. 

We also asked him if he had any information concerning any mem 
ber of the Police Department of whatever rank being in collusio1 
with gamblers or taking graft from the gamblers, and he said he d 
not have such information. Then we re ported back later. 


Will you make that a little 


it 
4 


I went over to the district attorney’s office and talked to Mr. Fay 
and his two principal assistants, Mr. Fihelly and Mr. Charles B. 
Murray. I told them of the accusations, of the conversations in Major 
Barrett’s office, of the accusations made or allegedly made by Nelson 


to Nichols and of the accusations against Nichols. Later I went oe 
a grand jury and repeated what I have said here today. They had 
quite a lengthy investigation on it. 

One of the officers that went in on the case originally, in on the 
shooting, went to court 26 times in that case, so it did carry on for 
some time. 

I would also like to bring out here that it was not the Police Depart- 
ment’s idea tocharge Nelson. We thought he did a good job in retur) 
ing the fire, and we were able to identify Leake, know who he was. 
Otherwise if he had not hit him, we may not have known who Leake 
was. Nelson didn’t know him. He was not charged at that time. 

It was some couple months later that he was ch: arged, and T have 
Inspector Scott here who went up on the case origin: ally, and if t 

committee could give him 2 or 3 minutes after I finish testifying, I 
think he could straighten out some points in the minds of the com- 
mittee that were brought up here last Friday. 

The CHarrMan. Major, to your knowledge, did anyone on the police 
force ascertain at the time you were making this investigation that 
Nelson was in any way to blame for the shooting ? 

Major Murray. No, sir; it looked like an unprovoked assault. 

The Cruarrman. Do you know why the unoffending victim of t 
unprovoked, murderous assault was indicted for the same crime con- 
mitted by his would-be assassin ? 

Major Murray. That was discussed at some length, and I believe 
Inspector Scott could straighten that out in about 2 or 8 minutes, if 
the committee would give him that time. 

Mr. Bauman. Major Murray, I asked you, did I not, whether or 
not Major Barrett had said to Sergeant Nichols that he was going to 
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give him 15 minutes to resign. Did you conve y such a message to 
him? Do you have any recollection of such a conversation 

Major Murray. No; 1 do not. I don’t say that it wasn’t said. I 
don’t know that it was said, but certainly that is not the proces lure 
and policy for a man resigning. He has to give 30 days’ notice. 

Now, he did say that he intended to put the matter before the grand 
jury, I remember that cle arly, but he may or may not have said it, I 
don’t know. 

Mr. Bauman. He may or may not have said that ¢ 

Major Murray. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, I should like to address the committee with re- 
gard to the testimony of Major Murray. 

In some quarters there have been certain inferences raised that. I 
should like to set at rest. Sergeant Nichols has repeatedly told me 
on the occasions that. 1 have interviewed him that ies Murray has 
always been an outstanding police officer and he was. in his actions in 
this particular case, thoroughly fair and doing nothing more than his 
assigned duty. 

Nichols has said that. to me not once but many times, that there was 
no intervention other than at the direction of Major Barrett, and to 
my knowledge, Sergeant Nichols still has a tremendous respect and 
admiration for Major Murray to this day. 

I think the committee will be interested in knowing, too, that 
throughout this investigation Major Murray has most generously 
cooperated with the stat of the subcommittee, and anything that we 
have requested has been quickly and cheerfully fur nished to us. We 
haven't made one request. of him that he has not been happy to comply 
with. 

In my opinion he sought to enlist the cooperation of the men in the 
department with regard to this investigation. I think it only fair to 
Major Murray that the committee be made aware of his attitude 
throughout the months that we have been working here. 

Now, just so that. I can get these pages into the record, Major Mur- 
ray, I show you a group of arrest reports in gambling cases and ask 
you whether that was prepared at the request of Mr. Harold Solomon 
of the staff of this committee ? 

Major Murray. Yes, sir, this form was made up by our department 
and sent to the various precincts and units to tabulate gambling arrests 
for the periods indicated here. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you tell the committee how those figures were 
compiled, please ? 

Major Murray. From the arrest. book. 

Mr. Bauman. They were taken from the arrest. book in each indi- 
vidual precinct, is that mght ? 

Major Murray. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. I now offer these records, they having previously 
been marked for identification. 

(The documents above referred to were introduced on p. 12 as ex- 
hibit No. 1, and are on file with the committee.) 

Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions of this witness, Mr. 
Chairman. : 

Senator Wetxer. Major Murray, did I understand your testimony 
correctly that Sergeant Nichols at one time was alleged to have at- 
tended a prize fight in Cleveland with “Whitetop” Simkins? 
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Major Murray. That was one of the accusations that Major Bar- 
rett made in the office that morning. I did hear later that Sergeant 
Nichols did attend a prize fight in Cleveland. Who he went ther 
with I don’t know. He said he went with his wife. 

Senator Weikxer. When Major Barrett made that accusation against 
Sergeant Nichols, was there a denial from Sergeant Nichols? 

Major Murray. Yes, that he did not go with him. Incidentally, 
Nichols did later show me a letter that had been sent to him prior to 
our visit to the major’s office in which one of the contestants in this 
prize fight had sent him a couple tickets. Now who he went with, or 
who he come back with, I don’t know. 

Senator Werxker. Well, now in your investigation of this entire 
Piggy Leake-Nelson shooting, did you ascertain that Sergeant Nichols 
had in fact been to Whitetop Simkins’ home to watch a television 
show of a prize fight that took place there in the evening? 

Major Murray. Yes, sir. i mean from Nichols’ own statement 
he said he did go there. 

Senator Wetker. Major Murray, from my own independent investi- 
gation—and I want your opinion upon this—I have found out, at 
least we have been informed that Sergeant Nichols has done great 
service to the Metropolitan Police Department, that over a period of 
many years he has been an outstanding officer. What is your obser- 
vation with respect to that? 

Major Murray. When I had the robbery squad, Sergeant Nichols 
did do some very good work. He has many commendations in his 
file. Later, I think due to his highly emotional condition, his work 
did fall off. 

Senator Weiker. There isn’t any question in your mind that he is 
a sick man at this time and has been a quite severely ill man for many 
years, several years at least ? 

Major Morray. Yes, sir; he is sick. As a matter of fact I would 
like to clarify one point. 

There has been some talk that Sergeant Nichols was kept from 
going up around, as he referred to it, the stem, all around Seventh and 
T Streets and Seventh and S Streets. That wasn’t Major Barrett’s 
fault that he didn’t go up there. That was my fault, and I did it in 
the best interests of Sergeant Nichols and the Police Department. 

Senator Weiker. Do you want to tell us why? 

Major Murray. Yes, sir. Because of his highly emotional condi- 
tion I felt that he would do something rash if he went up there. I 
kept him away from there. 

Senator We.ker. As a matter of fact, getting down to brass tacks, 
you were concerned about the officer in handling a firearm due to his 
highly emotional state, is that correct? 

Major Murray. Yes, sir; I was, and I so stated to our Chairman 
of the Board of Police and Fire Surgeons. 

Senator Weixer. Major Murray, I am somewhat concerned about 
the testimony of the activity that took place with respect to the com- 
pounding of the Piggy Leake-Nelson assault. Now I am not familiar 
with such procedure, and perhaps you can enlighten me. 

I am mindful of the fact that the Police Department does not handle 
prosecutions, but here we have a man that you have admitted was the 
victim of an unprovoked assault. He was there about his business 
and Piggy Leake comes in, and without any provocation shoots him. 
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He returns the fire. The blanket record is that notwithstanding those 
facts, the assailed person, Mr. Nelson, was nolle prossed right along 
with Piggy Leake. Now that is something that this committee has 
thought a great deal about. How does that happen in the District 
of C olumbia? 

Major Murray. Senator, I feel that Nichols used bad judgment in 
going to Nelson and Leake and trying to settle the case out of court. 
[think that Nelson should have been prevailed on to prosecute Leake 
for his assault. 

Naturally I can see now why Nelson was not anxious to prosecute. 
He was anxious to get compensation. However, I did bring all those 
facts to the attention of both the District Attorney’s office and the 
grand jury. 

Senator Wevker. Well now, granted that Nelson wanted compen- 
sation and I can see some reason for that after being hospitalized like 
Nelson was—it is rather a shocking thing that w here we have a man 
with a pistol in the nighttime and in the wee hours of the morning 
going into a place of business and shooting an innocent man, it is 
quite a problem for this committee to understand how we get law 
enforcement in such a manner as that by coindicting the victim, and 
someone—I don’t know who—actually compounded a felony in the 

handling of that case and was just as responsible and just as guilty 
as Nelson or Piggy Leake. 

Major Murray. Senator, we felt and do feel that an assault of that 
kind is not a crime particularly against an individual. It is a crime 
against the community. 

Senator WELKER. That is right. 

Major Murray. It is a crime against the United States. We felt 
he should be prosecuted for it. 

We also felt that the joint trial of the two men caused the case to 
be dismissed, but from the things that were brought out here at this 
hearing, I feel that Nelson would not have testified against him even 
had he not been indicted. I thought that was the reason why the 
case was thrown out, but from Nelson’s testimony here, I don’t believe 
he would have testified even if he hadn’t been arrested. 

Senator Weiker. Major, it is all right for us to believe that he 
would not testify, but the testimony before this committee is that he 
was never given an opportunity by the District Attorney or anyone 

else to go up on the witness stand and testify to the facts of that 
assault which leads the people of this District to figure that there 
was some compounding, there was some compromising of a crime, 
and I am sure you, as the able officer you are, can well understand 
how this committee and the people felt, that that was malhandled. 

Here is a man who received that assault and he was not even called 
to testify against Piggy Leake, whose reputation I am sure is well 
known to you and other members of the Police Department. That 
was not so good, was it, Major / 

Major Murray. No, sir, but I can assure you that it was not the 
Police Department’s view on that. 

_ Senator Weixer. I want to assure you that I am not inferring that 
twas the Police Department’s fault, that I understand whose duty it 
IS to prosecute a case. 





284 CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Now will you tell me, if you recall, Major Murray, who was 
complaining witness against Nelson at this trial I have been talking 
about ? 

Major Murray. No, sir. I would imagine it would have bee 
Leake. 

Senator Wetker. Piggy Leake was put in the position of « “sak T 
ing against the man that he went in and shot without any provoc: 
whatsoever. and as you say, admittedly a gross assault against ie 
person of Nelson ¢ 

Major Murray. Yes, sir. 

Senator WreL_ker. Now someone other than the Police Department 
should be called up here to do a little explaining upon the way t 
prosecute cases such as that, I would think. Can you tell me who was 
the complai ning witness against Leake, if you know ? 

Major Murray. I would say that Nelson was. 

Senator WELKER. Major Murr: ay, I have listened with interest to 
your opening statement in which you have asked for and admitted 
that you received the cooperation of our counsel. 

Because the eyes of the District are upon you as the chief lay 
enforcement agency of this District, you know that you are the o 
upon whose shoulders will rest the burden of cleaning up this mess, 
if any exists as result of this hearing, the Davis hearings, grand 
Juries, and others. I understand you have appointed Inspector Lutz 
to the vice detail, is that correct ¢ 

Major Murray. Gambling squad; yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. And Inspector Lutz has a great record in this 
Police Department ? 

Major Murray. Yes, sir. 

Senator We.ker. I understand he is considered a policeman’s po- 
liceman, is that correct / 

Major Murray. That is true; yes, sir. 

Senator Weiter. Do you think that you are going to have any 
trouble, Major Murray, after a suflicient time permits you to work, 
to actually clean up vice conditions existing or which might exist | 
the District of Columbia ? 

Major Murray. I will be a very disappointed man at the end of a 
year if we haven't made very good progress in that. My assignment 
over the past 14 years has been in the plain clothes division invest 
gation of major criminal cases. I have never had the enforcement 
of vice and gambling laws. I think I would be in a better position 
to answer that in 6 months or a year, sir. 

Senator Weiker. I have met Inspector Lutz once and I am certai! 
if I were in the numbers business I would be moving out right soon, 
out of the District. ' 

Major Murray. That is my hope, sir, that those that are engaged 
in that will move out. 

Senator Werikxer. Although we haven’t gone into this matter here, 
from some of the Kefauver hearings, or the O’Conor he: arings I shoul 
say there has been evidence put out that organized dope pe ddling. the 
use of dope, the sale of narcotics is quite prevalent here within the Dis 
trict as in other large cities. That comes under Inspector Lutz, ant 
I take it you will go after that with the equal vigor that you ar 

going after gambling. 
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Major Murray. Well, at this time, sir, that does not come under 
Inspector Lutz. That is handled by a separate squad. 

I might state that we work very closely with the Federal Bureau 
of Narcotics on all such ¢ ases, and they have made ver y fine cases in 
the past few months. 

On November 16 they conducted a series of raids which resulted 
in the arrest of some of the biggest peddlers we have caught in many 
years. It is going to be prosecuted with the same vigorous action as 
the gambling | laws will be. 

Senator WELKER. Major Murr: ay, who is in charge of your narcotics 
detail ? 

Major Murray. It comes under Inspector Scott, Chief of Detec- 
tives. Lieutenant Carper is directly in charge of the squad itself. 

Senator Werker. I appreciate your coming up here and advising 
us as you have, Major Murray, and I hope that we can be of service 
to you in your work that you have ahead. 

Major Murray. Thank you, sir, 

In answer to something that Mr. Bauman said, I would like to say 
this: That I have been assigned to many investigations over the years. 
Most of them were criminal investigations. A few were personnel 
investigations. 

I have alw: ays ti aken pride in the fact that all of these investigations 
were conducted properly to the best of my ability, and that even the 
lowest criminals were always treated fairly and impartially. 

I might add under oath that neither Major Barrett nor anyone else 
has ever suggested or hinted to me that an investigation be handled 
other than in a proper manner. 

Senator WeL_ker. Thank you very much. 

The Cuamman. Major, would you agree with me that police in- 
spectors ¢ and all polic e officers shor le | — re ntly avoid m: king trips to 
football games or to prize fights or rips of any sind or associate 
publicly or oar with notorious criminals who have been under 
speatieation | rv the Pol me Department here, who have been prose- 
cuted in the courts and whom the newspapers have lan 1poon ned as being 
in the gambling business and no other, and men who have been char- 
acterized as well-known and notorious criminals / 

Major Murray. Yes, sir. You will never have such a complaint 
about me, I can assure you, nor any members . ge Department. If 
I do get such complaints, I will take care of it, 

The Cuarrman. Do you think that anyone in aii position should 
ride in the same seat with one of the most notorious gamblers of the 
District of Columbia from an athletic event in New York or Philadel- 
phia to Washington ? 

Major Murray. Mr. Chairman, I would have to answer that ques- 
tion this way. From a social standpoint, no, but if that man, no 
matter if he had a criminal record as long as your arm and was a 
complainant in a case that I was investigating, well then I would 
take him along with me if he was a prosecuting witness. You mean 
social ? 

The CuatrmMan. I mean associate with him. 

Major Murray. No, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Or socially be in a place where there is drinking 
and one of these notorious gamblers is present. In other words. do 

94273—52—pt. 1——19 
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you think a police officer, whether of high or low degree, show|d 
habitually associate with notorious violators of the law ? 

Major Murray. No, sir. I say that to be a good police officer y: 
must have the respect and confidence of all law-abiding citizens, 

The Cyatrman. Thank you very much for that expression 
opinion. 

Senator Hunt. Major, I want to talk to you briefly. There h Is 
been developed in these hearings that one who previously held t 
office you now hold made a constant practice of paying all his bil 
in cash. Might I suggest that to your higher ranking officers yo 
make a suggestion that it will remove any doubt from their tr ans 
tions if they will deal in the usual ordinary accepted method of having 
a checking account and paying their bills in that way ? 

Major Murray. Yes, sir; I think for their own protection it would 
be a good suggestion. 

Senator Hunr. One other point, Superintendent. You spoke of 
these investigations hurting the morale of men, and I go along wit) 
you on that observation. 

However, I can’t help but think you as a new man just getting 
started in your present work, that this investigation is going to be 
helpful to you, and I hope you will look at it from that angle. 

Major Munray. Yes, sir. Probably it will eventually. Tt m: LY not 


be too good t» start with. I think eventually why we will have some 
good come of it. 

Senator Homnr. There is one other observation I would like to make. 
I know how difficult your work is going to be with reference to 
narcotics as vell as the other work, and T am hoping that the Con 


gress will tale favorable action on some 26 bills that have been sub 
mitted to it by the Kefauver committee, which will help you a very 
great deal in your work, especially in dealing with narcotics. 

Major Murray. Senator, that was one of the things I had in mind 
in my statement when I said with the help of Congress and all law 
re citizens of the District. I had the pay scale in mind, and 

I also had narcotics and some other things in mind. 

The uniformed foot patrolman is the best deterrent to crime. If 
we can bring our force up to its authorized strength, I am sure we ca! 
give the citizens of the District of Columbia a better job. 

Senator Hunt. I hope that you make a strong presentation to the 
commissioners, and they in turn to the District Committee of the 
House and the Senate that you just cannot get the men you ough 
to have for $258 a month. Unless something is done about that, you 
are not going to be able to get on to your force the type of men you 
would like to have. 

Major Murray. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Just one other question, Major. If you were to 
learn that someone in the District of Columbia was in the habit of 
keeping as much as $2,500 in cash in a canvas bag in a drawer of 
an unlocked bureau or dresser, and that even the door to the room 
was left unlocked, would you consider it your duty to tell her that 
that was not a safe thing to do, or would you pass it by without giving 
her any admonition ? 

Major Murray. If I knew her, I would probably tell her that it 
was not the right thing to do. She would stand the chance of losing 
it in that manner. 


€RIN 


Of cow 


carrying 


ment to t 
The © 
Columbiz 
as $2,500 
her to pu 
you concl 
' Major 
ever had 
in the ba 
The Ci 
Major 
The © 
Mr. B. 
would lik 
The © 
Mr. B: 
The C1 
about to 
truth, so 
Inspec 


TESTIM 


Mr. B: 
mittee a 
some lig! 
and arre 
Brass Re 

Inspec 

Mr. B. 

Inspec 

Mr. B 
committe 

Inspec 
and L wi 
1948, 

On the 
Inspecto 
be some 
investigs 
*Well. I 
I went te 

First | 
bed. Le 
me what 

He sa 
restaura 
checking 

He sau 


two wail 





€RIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 287 


Of course, Senator, there is a lot of ladies that will be on the street 
carrying large sums of money in their pocketbooks which is an induce- 
ment to thieves to grab the pocketbook. 

The Cuarmman. If your mother is living here in the District of 
Columbia and you know that she is in the habit of keeping as much 
as $2,500 in ec: ash i in the manner I have indicated, would you admonish 
her to put it in the bank instead of keeping it in the home, or would 
you concur in that manner of taking care of her money ? 
~ Major Murray. Senator, my mother is dead and we, I don’t believe, 
ever had $2,500 at one time, but if we did, I would want her to put it 
in the bank. 

The Cuarrman. Would you emphasize that fact to her? 

Major Murray. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is all. 

Mr. Bauman. Major Murray has suggested that Inspector Scott 
would like to be heard on certain aspects. 

The CuarMan. Call Mr. Scott. 

Mr. Bauman. Inspector Scott, please. 

The Cuairman. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are 
about to give shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God? 

Inspector Scorr. Yes, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF EDGAR E. SCOTT, INSPECTOR, METROPOLITAN 
POLICE DEPARTMENT 


Mr. Bauman. Inspector Scott, Major Murray indicated to the com- 
mittee a few moments ago that you might be in a position to cast 
some light on certain of the circumstances leading to the indictment 
and arrest on a warrant of Charles Nelson in connection with the 
Brass Rail shooting. 

Inspector Scorr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BauMAN. Are you in a position to do that ? 

Inspector Scorr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you please explain the circumstances to the 
committee ? 

Inspector Scorr. At the time of this shooting I was a lieutenant 
and I was acting chief of the homicide squad on January 8 and 9 of 
1948, 

On the morning of the 9th, I was told by the then Chief of Detectives, 
Inspector Truscott, that he had certain information that there might 
be some gambling cause of this shooting. He said that he wanted to 
investigate it thoroughly and to see if we could find that out. I said, 
“Well, I will go myself with Sergeant Crook” and Sergeant Crook and 
I went to the hospital and I talked to the witnesses. 

First I talked to Nelson. He was in ward 6 on the left in the first 
bed. Leake was across the aisle from him, and I asked him to tell 
me what happened, and we made a report. 

He said that about 2:30 a. m. on January 8 he was there at the 
restaurant after having closed it, that he was in the office at the rear 
checking up the receipts. 

He said that he was the manager, the night manager, and that the 
two waitresses came back to him and told him that there was a man 
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at the side trying to get in, that she had told the man that they were 
closed, and that this man had told her to either open up or he would. 

Nelson said he, Nelson, went to this door and told this man, whom 
he did not know and thought to be just a drunk, that the place was 
closed, and that this man, who was later identified as Leake, told 
Nelson to either open the door or he would. 

Nelson said that he said, “Wait a minute” and he went back to the 
oflice and he got the revolver. He returned to the door and opened the 
door, at which time the man was standing inside the storm door, and 
the man pulled the gun out and fired, striking him in the chest, the 
right chest. 

Nelson said that the man fled, slamming the storm door behind him, 
which broke a pane of glass out of the storm door, and that he, Nelson, 
got this gun out of his pocket, fired through the missing pane of glass 
at this man who was running away that he had never seen before, and 
not knowing whether he struck him or not he said he fired several 
shots through this hole, and then while this man was running he fired 
back at him, he said. 

He was going across S Street. Nelson said that he could not account 
for Leake’s actions at all, stating that he had never had any trouble 
with him, could not remember even having seen him. 

Nelson was questioned about whether he had any connection with 
the numbers game. He stated he had no connection with the numbers 
game, but was manager of the restaurant. 

On the same day Leake was interviewed by myself and Sergeant 
Crook, and stated that he had been drinking heavily on the night of 
January the 7th and the morning of January the 8th, that he had no 
recollection of doing any shooting or being near Seventh and S on 
that night, and refused to answer questions. He denied owning a gun 
or having one in his possession. 

- admitted that he had worked for Roger Simkins several years 
ago, but he would not admit that he was then in the numbers game. 

Se rgeant Crook recognized him as being a former numbers man. I 
did not know him from before. That is the first time I ever saw or 
heard of him. 

He said he did not know Nelson, had no trouble about the numbers 
game with anyone. He admitted that he was writting a little numbers 
book before th: at, but he wouldn’t say that he was now writing one. 

On January 9, 1948, we went to the Brass Rail Restaurant right 
from the hospital and interviewed Roger Simkins, who stated that 
he knew Leake and Leake had worked for him about 4 years ago. 
He stated that Nelson worked for him at the time as manager of the 
restaurant and had no connection with the numbers game and that 
he, Simkins, had had no trouble with Leake about the numbers game. 

Simkins stated that he was in Pennsylvania at the time, that 
he thought Leake just was acting smart while he was drinking. 

We noticed that one pane was broken from the window of the storm 
door. We reported that to Inspector Truscott. We talked to the 
officers and I told Officer Rinker who was the officer handling the case 
in court, that he had the right man charged. He had the man 
charged that had come there and shot a man at his place of business, 

and he said, “This other man deserves a medal.” 

The next I knew—of course they were handling the case because 
the homicide goes into these shootings in case of death to be on the 
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ground floor, and then the precinct that has made the arrest handles 


it in court if there is no death involved, if they have made the 
arrest, but a couple of months later I saw him and he said to me, 
“They have got a warrant out for Nelson.” I said, “Don’t tell me. 
What for?” “Well,” he said, “I don’t know. They’ve issued one.” 
I said, “If they’ve issued a warrant, you will have to get him in.” 

The Cuatrman. Do you know who swore out that warrant ? 

Inspector Scarr. Yes. According to the records—I have the rec- 
ords of the case—Leake swore to the warrant, got this warrant out. 

The CuarrMan. What policeman ? 

Inspector Scorr. I said Leake. 

The Cuairman. I am sorry. I thought you said a policeman. 

Inspector Scorr. And the Police Department had nothing whatever 
to do with the charging of Nelson in this case. Now Nelson stated 
here under oath that we came up to that hospital and said to him, 
“We came here to tell you that you were shot because Simkins had had 
one of Leake’s places closed up.” 

Well, that was impossible because I never had heard of Leake be- 
fore, and I was assigned by Inspector Truscott, and that was perjury 
because we did not tell him that, and Sergeant Crook and I made our 
report, and that was impossible for us to tell him that. 

Now as far as this man being charged, I know that they couldn’t 
make the case with both charged. I cannot understand it, unless 
someone found out that he was taking a payoff, that he was com- 
promising a felony, and did that to hold him here maybe. 

I do know this. You have some men in charge of this case that 
are beyond reproach in the District Attorney’s office. They may 
have made mistakes. I cannot account for that, but the Police De- 
partment did everything possible in the Brass Rail case. 

As far as Nichols is concerned, if he went up and talked to this 
man and he was trying to collect any money, he absolutely was vio- 
lating the regulations, violating the policy to go over there and talk 
to this man about paying any money to anybody. 

He should have brought the witness to us or to the District Attor- 
ney’s office if he had a witness. He used poor judgment there. 
Nichols was a very nervous and excitable man toward the last couple 
of years. I always liked him. He has done a lot of good work, 
and I don’t want to say anything to hurt him, but he used poor 
judgment, and Nelson, if Nelson had got the five thousand, you would 
never have heard all of this, I don’t think. 

Nelson compromised a felony, and by his own testimony committed 
bribery, and now he has committed perjury when he said that we said 
what we did. I say this because I know what the truth is. I have 
no reason to say other than the truth. 

I have never—I hold no brief for any gambler or any wrongdoing, 
but Iam giving you the facts. 

Mr. Bauman. May I ask a question ? 

The Cuamman. Certainly. 

Mr. Bauman. Inspector Scott, are you aware of the fact that Mr. 
Nelson at no time said that you or anybody with you made that re- 
mark about his being shot because of the numbers business ¢ 

Inspector Scorr. Nelson said that two detectives came up the next 
morning, they told him that he was shot because of the numbers busi- 
ness, he said that under oath here. 
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Mr. Bauman. I think you will find he said the two detectives that 
came up that morning, not the next morning. 

Inspector Scorr. Well, I got a report from Sergeant Crook who 
said exactly the same thing the morning before. Nothing like that 
was said. 

Mr. Bauman. All that you can say is that nothing like that was 
said in your presence, isn’t that right? 

Inspector Scorr. I say I was the one there 

Mr. Bauman. You cannot possibly say you were the only one to 
see Nelson. 

Inspector Scorr. I know what detectives were there, I was in charge 
of the homicide squad. 

Mr. Bauman. All you can testify to is what happened in your 
presence, isn’t that right? 

Inspector Scorr. That is true, but I sa: 

Mr. Bauman. All right, and, then, isn’t it a rash accusation to say 
that a man is guilty of perjury when he says some officer he cannot 
name and did not recognize made that remark to him 

Inspector Scort. No, he said the two detectives that came up—and 
I have the report from Sergeant Crook, who came up the first morn- 
ing, and I was with him the second morning 

Mr. Bauman. Don’t you think a charge of perjury under those 
circumstances when the identity of the officer is not known, has not 
been fixed, is rash? 

Inspector Scorr. No; it isn’t rash at all. 

Senator Wexxer. May I ask a question. You say you were 
charge of the detectives at that time. 

Inspector Scorr. I was in charge of the homicide on that date. 

Senator WeLKer. From your information do you know whether 
other detectives, other than yourself and Officer Crook ever iaier. 
viewed the witness Nelson ? 

Inspector Scorr. Well, I know that some officers interviewed him. 

Senator Wetker. I am speaking now of detectives. 

Inspector Scorr. I say Lieutenant Baker, who was a detective 
sergeant, interviewed him in the emergency room when he was first 
brought in and that on the next morning he did not go back and 
interview him again because he worked at midnight. 

Mr. Batman. How about E. E. Thompson, did he speak to him? 

Inspector Scorr. That night he spoke to him-—— 

Mr. Bauman. How about E. E. Thompson? 

Inspector Scorr. That I don’t know. If he did, he didn’t make 
a report to us. 

Senator Werxer. Is E. E. Thompson still on the force, Inspector! 

Inspector Scorr. No, sir. 

Senator Wexxer. Is he still in the District, do you know? 

Inspector Scorr. I think he is; but I am not positive. 

Mr. Bauman. So that the record is clear as to Mr. Thompson; | 
don’t know that he was the one and I don’t indicate by the question 
that I do, but I do mean to indicate that there were a number of police 
officers who did speak to Nelson in the hospital immediately after the 

shooting or some time thereafter. 

Senator Werker. I would expect that we have him up here. 

Senator Hunt. May I ask a question? 

The Cuarman. Of course. 
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Senator Hunt. Inspector, what date was it you interviewed Nelson, 
the morning following the shooting, the sec ond morning or third 


nEpentor = Scorr. I interviewed him the mor ning of the 9th, which 
was the second 


Senator Hunt. The 9th? 

Inspector Scorr. Sergeant Crook interviewed him the morning of 
the 8th. I interviewed him along with Sergeant Crook the second 
time because I wanted to be sure of the gambling matter 

Senator Hunr. From your observation what was Nelson’s condi- 
tion at that time; was he rapidly recovering? Do you know whether 
he was running a temperature or not; was he rational 

Inspector Scorr. He was rational; yes. I have 
patients—he was rational. 

Senator Hunr. You think that he was thoroughly accountable for 
all his answers he gave you as far as his physical condition is con- 
cerned ¢ 

Inspector Scorr. Yes; I do. 

Senator Hun. At the time you interviewed him, was Leake in an 
adjacent bed ? 

Inspector Scorr. Yes—well, he was in the first bed; Leake was 
about two or three beds farther from the door, and the opposite side 
of the aisle. 

Senator Hunt. How far were the beds apart ? 

Inspector Sores ‘Twenty-five or thirty feet. 

Senator Hunr. What hospital was it? 

Inspector Scorr. Freedman’s Hospital. 

Senator Hunt. Wasn't that a rather unusual situation—certainly 
it would be extraordinary sick-room psychology to put two men who 
had just shot each other in adjacent beds in the same ward, when 
you want peace and quiet and no nervous tension, with any patient in 
that condition. 

Inspector Scorr. It would seem so, sir; but if you were up at that 
hospits al some of those nights, what those doctors hi ive to contend w ith, 
they have to put them any where where the y can get a place. 

Senator Weiker. I want to ask you a question, possibly not ger- 
mane to this inquiry, but I understand the Brass Rail is operated by 
Mrs. Roger Whitetop Simkins; isn’t that correct ? 

Inspector Scorr. That is true, but personally—— 

Senator Weixker. I know you do not have anything to do with the 
(BC control; but is that not rather funny, that a known numbers 
operator could escape the regulations of ABC control by having a 
license issued in his wife’s name? Do you have any observations you 
could give the committee on that 

Inspector Scorr. Well, now, that would be a legal question. If they 
had no evidence that he was doing it at that place, she might be able 
to get the license. I don’t have the-—— 

Senator Weixer. Well, the ABC Board, as I understand it, has 
quite a discretion in their control and if they wanted to keep the ABC 
: a high level, they would not be issuing a bar license to the wife 

1 known racketeer, a numbers gambler, is that not correct ? 

Ber Scorr. I would think they would want to handle it in 
that manner. 

Senator Wetker. I should think so and I think this committee might 
want to go into that. 


talked to many 
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Senator Hunt. Do you know any other such situation where the 
ABC issued licenses to the wives of aes men ? 

Inspector Scorr. No, sir; I do not. 
don’t have knowledge of them. 

Senator Hunt. What do you think of the practice ? 

Inspector Scorr. What do I think of the practice? Well, I think 
it is a bad thing to do, because it might cause law violations in the 
place being run under the ABC license. 

Senator Hunr. Do you know whether the Police Board or Mr. Bar- 
rett or any individual member has made any representation to the 
ABC Board about those situations? 

Inspector Scorr. ‘That I do not know, it did not come under me. |] 
have been assigned to these criminal investigations most of my time in 
the department. 

Senator Hunt. I think it would be well for the department to take 
a look at them. 

Inspector Scorr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. I should like to establish here today for the record, 
Inspector, in connection with this Brass Rail case—Nelson was arrested 
on March 6 of 1948, is that correct, sir? 

Inspector Scorr. That I cannot—I would have to ascertain that 
from the records here. 

Senator WeLker. We have that information. 

Mr. Bauman. I just want Nelson’s police record, I want it in the 
record. 

Inspector Scorr. I know it was about 2 months after. 

Senator Wetxer. Nelson testified to it. 

Inspector Scorr. He was arrested March 6, 1948. 

Mr. Bauman. Both Nelson and Leake were indicted on April 19; 
is that about right? Does that show in your record ? 

Inspector Scorr. No, I think—I feel sure that Leake was indicted— 
the Police Department was on in this case as we do in any case where 
the complainant is in the hospital and so forth, and I think Leake 
was arrested and indicted 

Mr. Bauman. Would you mind looking at the last line of both of 
your criminal records of Leake and Nelson ? 

Inspector Scorr. Yes. Well, in that case, indicted April 19, 1948, 
grand jury and original, indicted April 19, 1948—well, that was sur- 
prising because you had to send to the grand jury right away all the 
information we had. 

Mr. Bauman. The case went to trial in July, is that correct? 

Inspector Scorr. I think it was—I wasn’t there, they didn’t use me 
at the trial. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know offhand from your own information 
whether the case was marked for trial in July, do you remember that? 

Inspector Scorr. I know it was about that time but I wouldn’t be 
able to say from my own knowledge. 

Mr. Bauman. Nelson testified he got that money, is that correct? 

Inspector Scorr. I believe that is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. And the case eventually did go to trial in September, 
isn’t that right ? 

Inspector Scorr. I think so, but he also testified he had made a deal 
with Leake, you see, about this settlement and taking of money, which 
is a felony. 
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Mr. Bauman. I think a study of the record will indicate you are 
mistaken in that, but the record will speak for itself. 

Senator Werker. There isn’t any question about making a deal 
with Leake ¢ 

Mr. Bauman. Not at all. 

Senator Weiker. To clear it up, when did he make a deal for $1,600 
witha ee he would get more? 

Mr. Sotomon. May T answer / 

Senator WeLker. Yes. 

Mr. Soromon. My understanding of what Nelson testified to is that 
gome time after they had been indicted that he met Leake on the 
street and that Leake said, “Come up to the house,” that he went up 
to the house and talked to him. 

He said, “I would like to compensate you but I have no money,” 
that thereafter he received no money until his wife became sick and 
was in Morgantown, which date was established to be August by his 
testimony and by the exhibits introduced in the record. 

He came back from Morgantown while his wife was still in the hos- 
pital and he received $500 from him and at that time no understanding 
that there was no total amount to be paid; that thereafter he came 
to his house the second occasion before the trial in September. He 
gave him some more money and after the trial he received the balance. 

Senator Werxer. And do your investigations go to this extent, 
that Nelson promised Leake in return for the money that he had 
gotten admittedly, that there would be no prosecution of the assault 
case ¢ 

Mr. Soromon. No, he said that Leake asked him, “It won’t do any 
good to prosecute, to testify against me,” and that he said, “All 
right.” and that was when he received the money and that was in 
August and that was after the case had been marked for trial, accord- 
ing to the records that we have of the minutes of the trial, that the 
motion and statement of counsel and judge were in July and the case 
was ultimately tried in the fourth week of September and there was 
a directed verdict of acquittal by Judge Schweinhaut against both 
defendants rendered September 29, 1948. 

Senator WeriKer. Well, the fact remains after the money was 
handed over, the witness Nelson did not testify against the de fendant 
Leake and your statement goes to show that Leake told him that it 
would do no good. 

Mr. Soromon. Also, Nelson was a defendant at that time. 

Senator Weiker. That is right. The whole thing simmers down 
to the fact that a known criminal, a man that shot another with a gun, 
went free as the result of handing out some $1,600 or $1,700 in cur- 
rency to the man who was indicted. 

The CHatrMan. Senator Hunt. 

Senator Hunt. Counsel brought out what I was going to say but 
the fact that Nelson met Leake on the street and Leake said to him, 

“It will do you no good to prosecute me” is better evidence than the 
money—he was under indictment at that time. 

Inspector Scorr. Well, Senators, I will say that he didn’t let the 
police department know whi it, he was doing about that and he didn’t 
let the District Attorney’s office know and he went there with the in- 
tention to drop that—you have got the fi finest men that can be found 
prosecuting this case, Charlie Murray- 
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Senator We.ker. I want to make this observation. Why did t\\o\ 
not call Nelson to the witness stand? They never even called him ty 
the witness stand. 

Inspector Scorr. As I say, I cannot answer for that but I do say 
this: That they no doubt had got information from—they met the 
attorneys in the hall and said, “We have str aightened this case out,” 
they probably found out he wouldn’t testify. 

Senator Wetker. Well, it would be best, in order for the District 
Attorney to be free and above suspicion, to put the witness on the 
stand and have him formally refuse to testify. 

Inspector Scorr. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLkKeR. It was their prosecution all the way. 

Inspector Scorr. Well, I think they had orders from the judges. 

Senator Weixer. In fact, it amounted to a whitewash all the way. 
the motive behind it was whitewash. I am going to let the chips fall 
where they may. I do not think the District Attorney’s office was on 
the ball. 

Inspector Scorr. Well, I will say I was on the ball—they were deal- 
ing with evil on both sides, and I will not have any part of it and | 
will not have compromise on any of it. 

Senator We.ker. I know that is true. 

The CHarrmMan. You say he was not called to the witness stand. 
Do you know anybody who was called ? 

Inspector Scorr. Oh, yes; Sergeant Crook. I happened to be away 
and Sergeant Crook gave them everything I could give them, it is in 


the record, there is the record right there {indic ating |. Sergeant 


Crook gave them everything that we had written up ,they had every 


thing we had; everything the Police Department had, they had. 

The Carman. You have had many years’ experience in criminal 
work ? 

Inspector Scorr. Yes,sir. I have been at it 21 years. 

The Cuarmman. And do you remember of any other case in those 
21 years in which a man with a pistol in his hand at the hour of mid- 
night went to a house that was locked up, insisted upon being ad 
mitted and as soon as he was admitted shot an innocent man without 
the slightest provocation—— 

Inspector Scorr. No, sir; I cannot—— 

The Cuarrman. Pardon me just a moment. 

Inspector Scorr. Excuse me. 

The Cnarrman. And thereafter the innocent man who returned the 
fire in self-defense wasindicted by the direction of the District Attor 
ney’s office for the very same offense that the would-be murderer had 
committed ¢ 

Inspector Scorr. No, sir; I cannot 

The CHarrman. And the innocent man who was shot was never 
called by the District Attorney to take the witness stand against the 
man who tried to kill him. Have you ever known in your 21 years’ 
experience any other similar case in which the District Attorney or 
one of his assistants proceeded in that manner / 

Inspector Scorr. No, sir; I have not. 1 have had cases, though, 
where they charged both defendants with crossfire, and you never 
can make them because they are not taking the stand when they are 
charged. They won’t prosecute, they won’t testify. 


CRIM 


The Cr 
to convict 
ofice Wou 

Inspect 
had infor 
testify. 

Furthe 
up—they 
but they 
happenec 
first. TI 
defense. 

The C 
office kne 
to refuse 
that mat 

Inspec 
that it s 
it could 
testified 

The C 
by Sena 
prosecut 

Inspe 

The ¢ 
please ts 

The € 
you are 
but the t 

Capte 


TESTIM 


Mr. |] 
the offic 
Capt 
Mr. ] 
Capt 
Mr. 
this cor 
Capt 
Mr. 
talk to 
direct 
Capt 
Mr. | 
Capt 
] have 
have t 
right. 
L wi 
years, 
In the. 





the 


for 


had 


CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 295 


The Cuarrman. Then can you understand why, if it is impossible 
to convict anybody by that sort of procedure, the District Attorney’s 
office would adopt it? 

Inspector Scorr. That I cannot answer, you see, I say, unless they 
had information that this man was taking the pay-off and would not 
testify. 

Further, I will say this, they did have witnesses that were brought 
up—they very likely produced witnesses that perjured themselves 
but they did say that the thing happened in a different way, that it 
happened out in the street and that Nelson was the one that fired 
first. ‘They had witnesses that testified that later brought in by the 
defense. 

The CHatrman. If the representative of the District Attorney’s 
office knew that the victim of the murderous assault had been paid 
to refuse to prosecute the man who shot him, he should have brought 
that matter to the attention of the jury. 

Inspector Scorr. I agree, under the circumstances outlined here, 
that it should have been—we were surprised. I never thought that 
it could be done in this case and I did not know until Nelson had 
testified that he was taken to jail; I did not know that. 

The Caarrman. The Chair fully concurs in the observation made 
by Senator Welker to the effect that this case was not properly 
prosecuted. 

Inspector Scorr. I think he should still be in jail, if you ask me. 

The CuarrmMan. That is all, Mr. Inspector. Captain Strange will 
please take the stand. 


The CHarmman. Captain, do you solemnly swear that the testimony 
you are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God? 

Captain Srranee. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF CAPT. CLYDE L. STRANGE, METROPOLITAN POLICE 
DEPARTMENT 


Mr. Bauman. Captain Strange, I believe you called yesterday at 
the office of the subcommittee and spoke to me; is that correct ? 

Captain Srranee. It was Saturday. 

Mr. Bauman. Was it Saturday / 

Captain Srraner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. You said that you wanted to make a statement to 
this committee; is that right? 

Captain Strance. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. I asked you whether you wanted in any way to 
talk to me first and you said “No,” you wanted to make a statement 
directly to this committee ; is that right 

Captain Srranee. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. You are at liberty to do so. 

Captain Srrance. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
I have been reading the articles in the papers there and certain things 
have the inference there that doesn’t sound right to me and it is not 
right. 

I wish to state at this time that I have been on the police force 31 
years, beginning the 1st day of February, and I have a clean record 
inthe Department. And in 1941—— 
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Well, the first thing I want to talk about is the one article I saw jy 
the paper about not enforcing the gambling laws. 

I left the Detective Bureau July 1, 1946. I was assistant chief of 
detectives, captain of detectives. I was the top man on the civil service 
list for uniformed captain. July 1, I went out to the second precinct. 

I went there. They were very short of men and at that time I had 
to detail four men to the vice squad, one man to the Narcotics squad. 

In September the school started and we had all kinds of complaints 
about the rowdyism and selling dope, shooting crap, and molesting girls 
around the schools. 

So, I detailed two men around the public schools. 

I hada complaint from the Sanitary Commission about the condition 
of alleys and vacant lots at the precinct there and I detailed two men 
there. 

I also had school crossings to cover three times a day, 8 in the morn- 
ing, 12 noon, and again at 3 o’clock in the afternoon, and took every 
available man we had to look after that. That was almost 3 hours each 
day the day force had to look after school crossings. 

We had complaints from citizens’ associations, parent-teachers asso- 
ciations, businessmen’s associations, and several other people about the 
breaking into stores and smashing of windows along Seventh Street 
and along Fourteenth Street, and I had to detail two men to Seventh 
Street to look after these window smashers. 

Also, I had to detail men around railroad tracks where they were 
breaking into warehouses, taking these safes. 

So, I got in touch with Major Callahan and told him I had to have 
some more men, that I couldn’t enforce the violations in the precinct 
with the men I had. I also told him I had four men on the vice squad. 

He said, “Do the best you can with what you got.” 

IT said, “O. K., I don’t want any criticisms about not enforcing the 
violations in the precinct,” and he said, “There won’t be,”—and there 
is no big headquarters, no big counting houses in that precinct, to my 
knowledge 

Mr. Bauman. Are you talking about No. 12 now, Captain? 

Captain Srraner. No, talking about No. 2 when I was first on the 
police force. I am at the precinct as captain, I found there is none 
out at 12, and I don’t think you will find any cases out of 12 to the 
present time, since I have been there. 

But, we did the best we could with the men we had there. I might 
also state that every month I had every man on the beat turn in to me 
a vice report and those were all typed up and sent to headquarters, to 
the vice squad and to the major’s office, and the men that worked on 
the vice squad, their cases were marked on the books at headquarters. 

I went out on frequent raids. The record, Mr. Bauman, does not 
show that, because there is nothing on the book to show that I was 
along, but if you check the records you will see that several of my 
men were making cases there and enforcing the vice regulations of 
the precinct. 

I admit I did not have the men and I did not do very much about 
it until, I will say, maybe a couple of years ago when they issued 
the orders that the commanding officers would be responsible for the 
vice in the precinct, and at that time I assigned one lieutenant and 
two men in plainclothes to work on vice. 
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I think the record will show we made numerous cases after that, 
although it won’t show my name, although I was never the officer 
there in the case, but I did go along in the raid. 

Getting back to Sergeant Nichols’ testimony, in December 1941 I 
went back to the Detective Bureau for the third time, as lieutenant, and 
was placed in charge of the robbery squad, and I think shortly before 
that, why, Nichols - was made a detective sergeant from a uniformed 
policeman in the fourth precinct, and sent up ‘to the Detective Bureau. 

Anyway, he was put on the homicide squad for a short time and they 
transferred him, he didn’t st: iy there but a very short time, and they 
transferred him to the Detective Bureau, the robbery squad, of which 
] was in charge. 

Nichols resented that at that time and at that time I had four 
detective sergeants on the squad, and paired them. He and Pittman 
were partners, and Ashe and Scott were partners, and they would go in 
crews every second day from 7 until 12 at night. 

I would say shortly—a week or 10 days after I had signed them up, 

Nichols said Pittman would not take him around any where when he 
asked him, Sager showed him to the hot spots or introduced him. I 
had taken Nichols in my car, taken him to Freedmen’s, to Logan Place, 
and other places where we have crime spots and introduced him to 
people who might be able to give him information and might be able 
to help him. 

Well, he went along right good for a good while, and then shortly 
after that, I would say maybe a year or a year and a half, why, Pitt- 
man got made a lieutenant. 

Well, Nichols resented that very much. He couldn't figure out why 
he should be made a lieutenant and him not. 

I said, “Nick, I got nothing to do with that.” I said, “he is on the 
civil-service list and he reached that and made lieutenant.” I said, 
“vou are not even on the civil-service list.” 

Well. he sulked about that a good while and some time after that 
he claimed he wasn’t getting as good a car to ride in as some of the 
other men in the squad were getting, and I said, “We got to split 
up those cars, you can’t suit ever ybody. With 14 or 16 men you can- 
not give a car to every man when vou have got four or five cars.’ 

), shortly after that Major Ke lly called me up at the office. 

A that time Dr. Harris and Dr. Payne were two colored civic leaders 
in the District of Columbia, and he also brought the colored detec- 
tives there and they had a set-to, that he wasn't being treated properly 
and wasn’t being treated as good as some of the other men. Well, we 
were there for an hour or more—and I might state that both Dr. 
Harris, and, I am sure, Dr. Payne, were civil leaders here in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and I think Dr. Harris at one time was president 
of the citizens’ association. 

So everything seemed to be smoothed out and we got along very 
good, 

Then, July 1, 1946, why, he went out of the preeinct in uniform 
and some time in the fall of, I guess, in 1947, Nichols come around 
he used to drop in once in a while Jo say hello and talk with me a 
few minutes—and some time in the fall of 1947, why. he come up to 
No. 2 precinct and started telling me something about the boys on U 
Street being dissatisfied up there, and there is a numbers war going 
on up there. 
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I said, “Don’t tell me, Nick. You got the major- superintendent, 
you got the vice squad, you got your superior officer in the detective 
bureau,” I -_ “tell them, and you have the captain of the thirteent), 
precinct,” I said, “if there is any numbers war or anything goiny 
on, inform him. I got enough trouble of my own in the second pre- 
cinct to be messing in \ the affairs of the thirteenth precinct.” 

So I thought he had informed the chief of the detectives or sonie- 
body and I never heard anything more about it until along about 
January 8 they had this shooting at the Brass Rail. I had worked 
from 7 until 4 or 5 o’clock and I was home; about 3 or 4 in the morning 
the clerk at the station called me and told me they had a shooting at the 
Brass Rail, and I asked him about the circumstances and he told 
and I told him to put a guard over Piggy Leake, which they did, : 

I got there at 7 the next. morning—just as soon as finishing roll ¢ ul 
I got the sergeant and told him to go to the hospital—in the mean 

time, sent a man to relieve him at 7:30, the man up there at Freed- 
man’s, and I told him to see Leake, see if we can’t make an arrest. 

put up bail, so we could get him out of the hospital—I don’t knov 
which sergeant, but he went and he said, “Yes; they had made arrest 
at 11 o'clock; they had posted bond for Leake and had taken the ian 
out of the hospital. 7 

And at no time was Nelson charged, and the case was, I am sure. 
presented to the grand jury before Nelson got out of the hospital, and 
it was my understanding he was indicted. And then, on—— 

The Cuarmman. Captain, did you have any motive other than that 
of getting your policeman relieved from his assignment to watch 
the would-be murderer ? 

Captain Srrance. No, sir; none whatever. They told me at that 
time the condition of the man—that neither of them was serious, 
charged with assault with a deadly weapon—which it was—and he 
was charged and, like I say, the facts were presented to the Assistan! 
District Attorney and in time it went to the grand jury, and | 
under the impression he was indicted within 2 weeks after it happened 

Well, anyway, on February 5, I believe Thursday, 1948, Sergeant 

Nichols come to my office in the second precinct and said, “I would lik 
to talk to you, Captain, man to man.” 

I said, “What do you mean by that?” 

He said, “I want to talk to you about some facts.” 

I said, “I don’t make any promises, Nick,” I said, “sit down, hav: 
a seat, and go ahead.” 


Well, he started to tell me about this trying to double-cross Nelson, 


that Simkins had promised him $ $3,000 is what he told me, and 


any how he was reneging on it. 


I said, “Well, that is something you shouldn’t take any part in, Nick. 


Why are you so interested in it?” 

He said, “Well, I don’t want to see them double-cross a man.’ 

I said, “Are they paying his salary?” 

He said, “They are paying his wages.” 

And I said, “Is he paying his hospital bills?” 

And he said, “Yes.” 

I said, “The best thing you can do is drop this matter.” 

And he kept on talking about there was going to be a muride! 
something if something wasn’t done, and at that time he said Ne! 
was going to open up to the Post. 
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[ said, “Let him open up. What is he going to open ¢” 

He said “Nelson claimed Lieutenant McAlister, Lieutenant Burns, 
and Lieutenant Pittman had been up in the place there.” 

At that time he never mentioned my name. 

| might state at this time I have been the Brass Rail twice. During 
the month of November 1948, when I worked from 12 midnight to 
sa. m. I dropped in about 1 o'clock in the morning, and another time 
when I was commander of the precinct I was there about 11 o’clock 
in the morning, and at no time have I ever been in that office or been 
in the basement or sat down in that Brass Rail—and there has been 
a lot of inference and insinuations in the paper that I was on the 
craft list, and that he left a package for me, or something 
time I left I never got even a cigar out of that place. 

Well, when he told me that, I said, “Il am going to tell the Major, 
tell him about this, Nick,” I said, “you are going to get us all in 
trouble,” I said, “you will be compounding a felony, trying to collect 
money from a man while the case is still in the grand jury,” I said, 
“this ease is likely to be called to the court any time; what kind of a 
redicament are we going to be in?” 

With that, he said, “I would like to help out, Captain.” 

I said, “What do you want me to do?” 

He said, “See Simkins, call Simkins.” 

I said, “Never, not on your life, [ will have no part of this,” and 
with that he left me. 

[ called Major Barrett and told him just what had occurred and 
never heard no more about it, and that was on’ Thursday, until Satur- 
day night. 

Major Barrett called me and asked me to come down to the Statler 
Hotel, and I went to the Statler Hotel, L imagine, around 7:30 or 8 
o'clock that night. 

He told me he wanted me to go with Lieutenant Murray to Nelson’s 
house and Piggy Leake’s, and I did, and Lieutenant Murray explained 
the conversation and what took place there very accurately. 

[ don’t think I have seen Nichols—maybe a minute or so, after he 
dropped in 1 day, and I said, “Hello, Nick, how are you making out?” 
or something, and he said, “The boss raised the devil,” or something 
like that, words to that effect. 

The CaatrmMan. Do you wish to say anything else ? 

Captain Srrance. I am studying right now. 

Oh, ves, the time when he got the warrant for Nelson, that was on a 
Saturday evening. ‘They called me at home, Lieutenant McAlister 
said they had a warrant for Nelson sent to No. 9 to be served. 

I called No. 9 and told them to get the warrant and not serve it, 
that man was not able to be taken out of the house, and in my opinion 
he should never be arrested for it, and I tried to find out who swore 
to the warrant and why the warrant was Issued. 

(nd I might state that I went to Mr. Fay’s special grand jury, and 
I think I related everything like I have here. 

Mr. Bauman. Might I ask a question ¢ 

The Cuamman. Certainly. 

Mr. Bauman. I believe vou testified, Captain, about a month or 
two before the shooting actually occurred, somet ime before the shoot- 
ing actually occurred, Nichols came to you and said trouble was 


brewing in that area; is that right 


and at the 
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Captain Srranee. Up on U Street; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What was the nature of the trouble up on U Street / 

Captain Stranee. I did not ask him. I didn’t want to hear it. | 
told him to take it to the Major-Superintendent, to the vice squad— 

Mr. Bauman. What precinct is U Street in? 

Captain Srraner. It is in No. 13. 

Mr. Bauman. What were you captain of at the time. 

Captain Srraner. No. 2. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that next to 13? 

Captain Srrange. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Is the Brass Rail in No. 2? 

Captain Srraner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Nichols tell you that it involved, that this trouble 
that was brewing, involved the fact Simkins was running people ou 
of the numbers business ? 

Captain Srranee. I didn’t talk to Nichols about it, I told him | 
didn’t care to discuss it, I had enough to do in No. 2 without interfe 
ing with another precinct. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, did not Nichols tell you it involved Roge 
Simkins? 

Captain Srrance. He did not. 

Mr. Bauman. He said trouble was brewing / 

Captain Srrance. That is what he told me, amongst the numbers 
writers in U Street. 

Mr. Bauman. And before he—withdrawn. 

You realized that nutnbers writers do not confine their activities by 
precinct lines, isn't that right? There are some in No. 27 

Captain Srrancr. Plenty of them there. 

Mr. Bauman. Now. when he told you trouble was brewing amongst 
the numbers writers—is that what he said? 

Captain Srrancr. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you realize, being in the adjoining precinct. 
Captain, that some of this trouble might overflow into your area / 

Captain Srrance. Nichols had given me information frequent]; 
during the years he served under me and I didn’t put very much stock 
in his information. 

Mr. Bauman. When he told you that trouble was brewing in th 
numbers business, were you not also concerned with ‘your precinet— 

Captain Srrance. Yes, sir; but I would take care of it when 
happened. 

Mr. Bauman. You were not interested in being forewarned about 
what was happening 

Captain Srrangée. I did not put much stock in what Nichols was 
saving. 

Mr. Bauman. What kind of trouble did you think he was talking 
about, Captain ? 

Captain Srraner. You always hear rumors about dissatisfaction: 
you hear all these rumors every day. 

Mr. Bauman. About dissatisfaction amongst people in the numbers 
business ? 

Captain Srrancr. No; all kinds of business. 

Mr. Bauman. What kind of trouble did you think Nichols meant 
when he told you trouble was brewing in the numbers business / 
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Captain StrancGe. I thought probably some of them had taken the 
hook away from somebody else—I didn’t, no. 

Mr. Bauman. And didn't you think it might cause the people from 
— they had taken the numbers away to want to get even / 

Captain Srrance. No, sir; I didn’t think of that. 

Mr. Bauman. Weren't you interested. 

Captain Strance. You see, I didn’t, because Nichols had given me 
all kinds of information on previous occasions 

Mr. BaumAN. Well, he was a police officer and when he told you that 
trouble was likely to result from gambling conditions : 

Captain Srranee. He did not say 

Mr. Bauman. Regardless of what information he had given you in 
the past, weren't you as captain of No. 2 precinct interested in running 
7 down to see if there was anything to this? 

Captain StraNGe. He did not say anything about it happening in 
my precinct. We were not allowed to interfere with another pre- 
cinct. One officer is not even allowed to interfere with another officer’s 
case. That is in the police regulations. 

Mr. Bauman. While you were captain of No. 2 was Simkins or Mrs. 
— the owner of the Brass Rail ? 

Captain Strance. Yes, sir; Mrs. Simkins was. 

Mr. Bauman. What was the reputation of Roger Simkins during 
that period ¢ 

Captain Strange. Well, for the last few years he had the reputation 
of being a numbers backer. 

Mr. Bauman. And did he have that reputation at the time Nichols 
talked to you about the trouble that was brewing / 

Captain Strrance. He did not tell me one word about Simkins. I 
didn’t talk with him about the—nothing. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Simkins have that reputation at that time / 

Captain STRANGE. I presume he did. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you have any police information to the effect that 
at that particular time Simpkins was runing other people out of the 
iumbers business ¢ 

Captain Srrange. I did not. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you realize that if any trouble came about result- 
ing from the numbers business that it might very well involve Roger 
Simkins, whose Brass Rail was in No. 2 

Captain Srrance. Let me state, Mr. Bauman, that we have had 
numerous racket murders in the ¢ ity. I put 6 years on the homicide 
squad and I investigated quite a few murders that happened from the 
racket game—from racketeers, and when they do happen, you get rid 
of two m place of one. | Laughter. | 

Mr. Bauman. Is it your theory, Captain, or are you suggesting to 
the members of the committee that that is a useful and intelligent 
way of solving this problem ¢ 

Captain Srrancr. No, sir; I am not, but I am saying those things 
happen, 

Mr. Bauman. Do you think it is a desirable situation / 

Captain Stranger. No, sir: I do not, sn 

Mr. Bauman. To murder, to eliminate a racket 

Captain Srrance. No, sir: I do not. I didn’t say that, but I do 
say when that happened you get rid of two. 

94273—32—pt. 1——20 
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Mr. Bauman. And you think that is a pretty good idea—— 
Senator Wevxer. I don’t think we need to go further into | 
Might I ask a question of the witness? 

The Cuatrman. Of course. 

Senator Wevker. Officer, all during the time that you were invesii. 
gating the Nelson-Piggy Leake dispute, did you ever have any info) 
mation—any information that Nelson with the assistance of N 
Was attempting to get money from W hitetop Simkins or Piggy a c 
Yes, sir; I had information he was trying to ¢ 
That is what he wanted me to talk to Simkins abo 
and that is what he wanted me to see him about. 

Senator Weiker. Did you have any information that during 
time Officer Nichols was going to Simkins’ house at least once to vie 
television and to have a conversation with him with respect to the 
payment to Nelson? 

Captain STRANGE. 


Captain SrraNGe. 
it from Simkins. 


No, sir; I do not. I talked to him I think o 
February 5 and I believe it happened the 7th or 8th or 6th, somewhere 
along there. 

Senator Weiker. Captain, did you have any information of 
so-called compounding of the felony wherein Nelson, the innocent 
man, was charged with being equally guilty with Piggy Leake? 

I told Nichols there on the 5 
of February that he would probably get himself involved in that. 

Senator Wetker. How could Nelson have been ch: irged and appr 
hended in the thing—why was he not charged with compounding 
felony and protecting Piggy Leake ? 

Captain Srranee. I don’t know, sir. 
the grand jury and they had it and the Police Department never inte: 
case after it gets over to the grand jury unless the\ 
are directed by the grand jury to do it, or the district attorney. 
attorney or someone in the d 
vase to the grand jury and Nelso 


Captain Srraner, I certainly did. 








“ase was presented to 
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Captain STRANGE. 
I don’t know. 
Senator WELKER. 


I presume so. 





I am not in position to say he 














Well, it struck you as being rather 














It certainly did. 
And you wondered why the man Nelson was not 
charged with compounding felony instead of being apprehended 
om assault case? 

Captain Srrance. Well, in fact, I did not know he got the mone) 
until he testified to it on the stand; I didn’t know he got any mone) 
until he testified, or at least saw it in the paper. 

You thought he was out for money ¢ 
Captain Strange. I knew he was out for money. 
I think that is all. 
. Bauman. Do you remember when Nichols came to the statio! 
house and had this conversation with you about the fact that Nelso 
was going to talk—— 

Captain SrraNce. 
Did Nichols tell you that } 


Captain STRANGE. 
Senator WELKER. 
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withdraw that. 
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lor the record, so that no one might get an erroneous inference about 

Captain Strange, the only testimony was, according to Nelson—Nel- 
son had said—he did not say Captain Strange was talking at any 
time; that he did see Captain Strange talking with Simkins in the 
Brass Rail and that Simkins had talked to him in a friendly manner. 
That is all, there is no indication in terms of testimony be yond that. 
| wanted the record to be perfectly clear on that. 

When Nichols came to see you at ‘the station house did he tell you that 
you were one of the people / 

Captain Srrance. He certainly did not. 

rch BauMaANn. Who did he tell you Was going to be named ? 

Captain Srrance. He said Lieutenant McAlis ster, Detective Burns, 
and Lieutenant Pittman. 

Mr. Bauman. And you are positive that he never mentioned your 
nes 

Captain Srrance. Absolutely certain. 
a Bauman. W hy did he come to you, Captain ? 
Captain Srranee. Ask him. 

Mr. Bauman. Don’t you know why ? 

Captain Strange. I do not. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, you were not on such friendly terms that he 
vont Saree? you— 

Captain Srrance. I had helped Nichols all the years he was in the 
ppre detective bureau. Het talked to me frequently. 
«ling Mr. Bauman. All right. What did he suggest you do when he 
came f 

Captain Srrance. He suggested I get in touch with Simkins and 
get $3,000 for Nelson. 

Mr. Bauman. What did you do?) What did you suggest Nichols 
todo? 

Captain Srrance. I suggested that he drop the whole matter and 
go to the Detective Bureau and inform his superiors about the whole 
thi Ing. 

Mr. ,AUMAN. Do you know Roger Simkins ¢ 

Captain Srrance. I know him when I see him. 
rs Bauman. And did you ever see him at the Brass Rail ? 
Captain Srrance. I don’t recall ever seeing him 

Mr. Bauman. Now, try to refresh your recollection, Captain. Have 
yo ; ever seen him at the Brass Rail? 

Captain Srrange. I have just stated I don’t recall ever seeing him. 

- Bauman. Isthat the best answer you can give / 

ares That is. 
- Bauman. Have you ever seen Mr. Simkins anywhere else 
Conte Srrance. Yes; I saw him at the ABC Board here at one 
time—not the ABC Board but the Armed Services; they had a big 
meeting one time and I believe I was there and Mr. Simkins was 
there then, in regard to soldiers taking venereal disease in the neigh- 
borhood. 
z r. Bauman. Do you know Mr. Simkins well ¢ 
Captain Srranee. I donot. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know him well enough to stop and chat with 

in on the street / 

Captain STRANGE. Well, I will say “Hello.” I will never chat with 

unless I have something to chat about. 
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Mr. Bauman. Has he ever been at your office ¢ 

Captain Srraner. He may have. I don’t recall him being there 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever been at his home ¢ 

Captain Srraner. I don’t know of ever having been there— 

Mr. Bauman. Well, now, wouldn't you know, ‘Captain, whether 0: 
not you have been at Simkin’s home ¢ 

Captain Srrancr. Well, like I said, all these years I have been 
the Detective Bureau inv estigating cases—I may ‘have. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, now, have you or haven’t you, sir? 

Captain Srrance. I wouldn't say definitely whether I have 0: 
have not. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you—withdraw that. 

If you had been at the home of a notorious gambler like Roge: 
Simkins, would that have made an impression on you 4 

Captain Srrance. He hasn’t been a notorious gambler all thos 
years; he was just small fry; just for 4 or 5 years > was big. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, let us say a one-time small fry that is now a big 
—_ gambler, wouldn't that have made an impression on you ¢ 

Captain Srrance. | don’t quite understand what you mean, M 
Bauman. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, let me ask you, Did Roger Simkins ever ¢ 
you a gift? 

Captain Srrance. Not in his life. 

Mr. Bauman. Has anybody ever given you a gift, to you on his 
behalf? 

Captain SrraneGr. Not that I know of. 

Mr. Bauman. One that bore his name? 

Captain SrTranGce. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, has Roger Simkins ever spoken to you abou 
police business at any time / 

Captain Srrancr. Never. 

Mr. Bauman. Has he ever been to you with regard to the a 
ment of some men in your precinct ? 

Captain STRANGE. Never. 

Mr. Bauman. I believe you knew, at or about the time that Roge: 
Simkins was in No, 2, that he was in the numbers business; isn’t that 
right ? 

(Captain Srranee. How is that? 

Mr. Bauman. I say, when you were captain in No. 2 and Simkins’ 
wife operated the Brass Rail, did you know that Simkins was active 
in the numbers business ? 

Captain Srrange. I had heard it. 

Mr. Bauman. Was that his reputation according to your best belief 
and information ? 

Captain Srraneer. That is:right. 

Mr. Bauman. What efforts did you make to apprehend Simkins at 
- numbers business ? 

Captain Srrance. Every effort I could. 

a Bauman. What were they? 

Captain Srranee. At different times I assigned two men in plain 


clothes to follow the cars around, observe where they were going and 
what they were doing. 


ao Bau “an. Whose cars? 
Captain Srrance. The precinct detectives —— 
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Mr. Bauman. Following whose cars around ? 

Captain Stranee. That was alleged to be Simkins’. 

Mr. Bauman. What efforts did you make if any to apprehend Sim- 
kins himself in the operation of the numbers business ? 

Captain Srrance. That isa hard thing todo. These backers there, 
they never interfere with it, they have no parts of it, they stay in the 
office somewhere, they have runners collecting this stuff and it is taken 
out to Maryland; it is counted there. 

Mr. Bauman. What effort ? 

Captain Srranee. And the money is brought back to pay the hits. 
That isa hard thing to do; it takes time and money and men to make 
those kind of cases. 

The Cuamman. Well, the Police Department had time and money, 
did it not? : 

Captain Srrance. No, sir; we did not. I requested last October for 
six men, I got two. In the meantime, while we was getting the two, 
[ had two to resign and the Armed Forces take two. 

No, sir; we did not have the men and we don’t have enough money 
to do it. 

And another thing, you get an undercover man, you can use him 
about a week. The first time he has to go before the Commissioner 
or the court, they have a whole bunch of their men around there to 
get a good description of him, to find out who he is and by the time 
he gets back on the street or the office they all know about him and 
that man is very little use in that neighborhood any more. 

The Cuarrman. Did you not say that Simkins became a big-time 
numbers business operator about 4 or 5 years ago? 

Captain Srrance. That is true: that is the rumor that I had heard. 
I don’t know yet that he is a big time 

The Cuarrman. When did Major Barrett become head of the Po- 
lice Department ? 

Captain Srranee. Oh, I think he became the head July 1, 1947. I 
am not sure. 

The Cuatrrman. Would that be 4 or 5 years ago? 

Captain Srraner. That would be 4 years ago, a little better—four 
and a half. 

The Cuarrman. Then Simkins did not become a big-time operator 
until about the time Major Barrett became head of the Police De- 
partment ¢ 

Captain Srraner. No; I wouldn't say that; it might have been 
prior to that. 

The Cuamman. You said Simkins did not become a big-time op- 
erator until 4 or 5 years ago ¢ 

Captain Srrange. I said that; yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman. Was it true when you said it—— 

Captain Srrance. Well, sir, it could be true or it could be wrong. 

The Cuarmman. It was true when you said it under oath? 

Captain Srrangr. Yes, sir; it was true; but I mean it could have 
been later or earlier. I am not expressing any definite time. 

The CHarrman. Then you believe it is true that Mr. Barrett did not 
become head of the police force until 1947; is that right? 

Captain Srrance. Yes, sir. 
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The Cuamman. If both'of your statements are true, Simkins i 
become a big-time operator at or about the time Major Barrett beean. 
head of the police force; is that not true? 

Captain Srraner. That would be true; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions. 

The Coarrman. The witness is excused. 

The committee will be in recess until 2 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 11: 55 a. m., the subcommittee recessed to reconvene 
at 2 p.m. of the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


(The committee reconvened at 2 p. m. pursuant to the luncheo 
recess. ) 

The Cratrman. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. Bauman, call your next witness. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Chairman, at the noon recess today Mr. Charles 
Murray of the United States Attorney’s office asked for permission t) 
appear before the committee and be heard. Mr. Murray is present. 

The CaarrMan. We should be glad to hear him, particularly if he 
proposes to discuss the so-called Brass Rail indictments. 

Mr. Murray. That is the purpose of my coming, Your Honor. I am 
sorry—Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarman. Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about 
to give shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, 
so help you God ? 

Mr. Murray. I do. 

The Cuairman. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record. ) 

Mr. Mourray. Mr. Chairman, may I proceed now or shall I wait ? 

The CuarrmMan. Just a moment. 

Mr. Murray. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully request permission | 
make a preliminary statement without interruption, which I estimate 
will take approximately 10 minutes. 

The Cuarrman. Very well. Please speak loud enough to be hear 


TESTIMONY OF CHARLES BORROMEO MURRAY, ASSISTANT 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Mr. Mvrray. I shall try to do that, sir. 

My name is Charles Borromeo Murray. 
B-o-r-r-o-m-e-o. The last name is M-u-r-r-a-y. 

My home address is 6404 Beachwood Drive, Chevy Chase, Md. M 
office address is Office of the United States Attorney, Washington. 
D. C., Courthouse, Washington, D. C. 

I was born in the District of Columbia about 52 years ago in 
»lace less than a mile from where we are now having this hearing 
{ began employment at the office of the United States Attorney Jol 
E. Laske as a docket clerk on May 15, 1920. 


The middle name 


In July of 1927 I was 
appointed Assistant United States Attorney by Peyton Gordon, t! 
United States Attorney. 

I have held that position continuously since under him and under 
his six successors, Including the present United States Attorney. 


Charles M. Irelan. During that period of approximately 30 years | 
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have presented upward of 10.000 eases before or and jur ies. I have 
tried about 500 cases in district court, mostly criminal. 

I have argued about 150 cases on appeal, both criminal and civil, 
and during “the past 15 years the Solicitor General of the United 
States has on two occasions requested that the Office of the United 
States Attorney argue before the Supreme Court cases which the 
Solicitor General himself usually does argue, and J argued both of 
those cases before the Supreme Court of the United States. 

| read in the press on Saturday statements which caused me to 
re hes my recollection in regard to the Brass Rail prosecutions which 
[ handled. I have now refreshed my recollection to the best of my 
ability from a file which I was fortunate enough to find in the Office 
of the United States Attorney, the other files having been forwarded 
by our office about a month ago to this committee, most of them with 
my own personal cooperation. 

What I shall say in regard to this case can be verified from records 
available to anybody that cares to read them. I am grateful to the 
committee for permitting me to make a statement before a com- 
parable audience in answer to comments that had been made in regard 
tomy own motives in the prosecution of these cases. 

The Cratrman. Mr. Murray, you are making the application. 
When I commented on the case, I did not know who had prosecuted 
it. In fact, the record so far does not indicate that it ever was prose- 
cuted. To the best of my recollection, no one identified you as the 
prosecutor or me sntioned your name in connection with the matter. 

Mr. Murray. Mr. Chairman, have you changed your ruling as to 
my being permitted to make an uninterrupted statement / 

The CHarrman. Proceed. The committee can make no handicap- 
ping agreements with witnesses who testify before it. 

Mr. Murray. Thank you, sir. I merely asked permission, and I 
thought I had received it, and I was wondering whether I still had it. 
Thank you, sir. 

I was assigned to this prosecution by George Morris Fay, then 
United States Attorney, at a time when both indictments were pend- 
ing for trial in court in the hands of other persons. These shootings 
happened on January 8, 1948, very early in the morning, as I recall it, 
? or 3 o'clock. 

A warrant was issued on that same day for Leake. I won't attempt 
to repeat it all, as I am sure it has been repeated many times in the 
record. Morgan I think is the middle name. Leake was placed in 
he status of arrest at Freedman’s Hospital that same date. 

On February 19, 1948, a warrant was issued for Charles Henry 
Nelson, and that warrant was served on March 6, 1948. The cases 
were presented to the grand jury on April 16, 1948, apparently. The 
memoranda of witness statements in the file of our office is dated 
that day, and the usual procedure is for witnesses to appear that same 
day they make those statements before the grand jury. 

The indictments were returned, two separate indictments, some 
days after that. I do not know the date. I forgot to check on that. 
The case was put down for trial. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Murray, if it will not distract your attention, 
please tell us for what those men were indicted. 

Mr. Murray. I am sorry, J thought the committee knew those facts. 

The Cuarrman. No; it does not know. 
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Mr. Murray. Very well. The indictments were what you might 
call cross indictments. The indictment against Nelson charged 
him—— 

The Cuarrman. Won’t you begin with the man who attempted to 
murder the innocent man. Begin with Piggy Leake. 

Mr. Murray. Are you referring to Leake / 

The Cuairman. Yes, Piggy Leake, who tried to murder Nelson ? 

Mr. Murray. The indi¢tment against Leake was in three counts, 
and it charged Leake with assault with intent to kill Nelson, with as- 
sault with a dangerous weapon on Nelson and with carrying a weapon 
without authority of law, without a license having been obtained as 
the law required. 

The Cuarmman, For what was the innocent victim of the attempted 
murder indicted ¢ 

Mr. Murray. Are you referring to Nelson? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, the man who was shot by Piggy Leake. Ac- 
cording to the evidence before the committee, this shooting was with- 
out the slightest provocation. 

Mr. Murray. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. The faultless man, who had been shot in the chest 
with a bullet that is still in one of his lungs, fired at the fleeing felon 
who had tried to kill him. Evidence has been adduced to the effect 
that your Department had both the aggressor and his victim indicted 
for similar limes. Will you tell us what crime was charged against 
the victim of the attempted murder? 

Mr. Murray. Charles Henry Nelson—— 

The Cuairman. Certainly he is the man. 

Mr. Murray. About whom you have made your statement, was 
charged in this indictment in three counts, like Leake was. The first 
count, assault with intent to kill Leake. The second count, assault 
with a dangerous weapon on Leake, and the third count, carrying a 
deadly weapon as Leake had been charged, without authority of law, 
without a license. 

The Cuatrman. Did you prepare those indictments ? 

Mr. Murray. In my statement, sir, 1 was about to say that ever) 
thing up to a certain point happened before I got assigned to the 
cases. The indictment was one of those things. If you will permit 
me, sir, | have in mind—— 

The Cuamman. Do you know who did prepare the indictments! 
We wish to know who caused to be indicted the victim of an wnpro- 
voked, attempted murder of one who had never been charged with a 
violation of any law in his life, for the identical offense charged 
against the notorious violator of the law who had tried infamously 
to murder an unoffending man in cold blood. 

Mr. Murray. I do not know, sir, who returned that indictment 

The Cuarrman. Will you endeavor to supply the name of the olli- 
cial who performed that service. 

Mr. Murray. I don’t know, but it was I who got those indictments 
and prosecuted them. I had the power, if I wanted to, to drop the 
indictment against Nelson, and I did not do it, so the prosecution of 
Nelson was my responsibility and I am here to explain why, if you 
will permit me to. 

When I got into this case, everything that I have stated had already 
happened. The warrants had been issued, been served. The case 
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had been presented to the grand jury. Separate indictments had been 
returned. The case had been set for trial. All that had happened 
before I was assigned to the prosecution. 

From then on, of course, anything that happened or didn’t happen 
was my responsibility. The date on which I was assigned is uncer- 
tain in my recollection. I would place it between June 21, 1948, and 
July, the middle of July 1948. 

The first action in the case that I know of taking was the middle of 
July 1948, when I appeared before the court; I think it was in con- 
nection with a motion for a postponement. When I did take the cases 
over, there we had two indictments. I have explained them, Nelson 
assaulting Leake, and Leake assaulting Nelson. In the case—— 

The Coarman. During your 30 years as assistant district attorney, 
has it been your custom to have a man indicted who attempted to 
defend himself against an assault with a de adly weapon ¢ 

Mr. Murray. Senator, will you pardon me, and permit me to answer 
that after I have stated the facts? 

The CuarrMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Murray. My plan was, if the committee will accord with it, 
and, of course, I am at the complete pleasure of the committee in that 
regard, to make an uninterrupted narrative statement. It will be 
brief, or it would be, and at the conclusion of that, to submit myself—— 

The Cuatrman. This will evidently not be a brief examination. I 
must warn you that you will be here for some time. 

Mr. Murray. No. You misunderstood me, sir. I am at the com- 
plete disposal of the committee. I live nearby, that is, I live outside 
the District. I work within a mile of this building, and I am ready 
day and night and all day and night to submit to questions. 

If the indictment against Leake was called for trial, first. I will take 
the Nelson indictment. If the indictment against Nelson were put 
down for trial, the complaining witness in that case, Henry Leake, 
would be the witness upon whom the Government would rely to prove 
the assault. Henry Leake had steadfastly refused to testify. He had 
appeared before two grand juries and had refused to testify. 

His attorneys told us that he would refuse to testify in the prosecu- 
tion against Nelson. We knew he could successfully take that position 
because obviously the transaction would involve him in self-incrim- 
ination. 

If the indictment against Leake had been called for trial, the 
complaining witness in that case would be Nelson. It would be upon 
Nelson that the Government would have to rely to prove the assault 
charged against Leake. 

Nelson had steadf astly refused, like Leake, to testify in that case. 
He had refused to testify before the regular grand jury. His wife 
had refused to testify before the regular grand jury, and Nelson 
and maybe again his wife had also re ‘fused to testify before the special 
grand jury, and Nelson’s lawyer told our office when these cases were 
down for trial, that Nelson would again refuse to testify in the pros- 
ecution against Leake. We therefore were faced 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Attorney, can a witness before a petit jury ina 
court of record in the District of Columbia refuse to answer a relevant 
question concerning an attempt to murder him without being punished 
for contempt ? 
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Mr. Murray. Yes; if he is involved criminally in the same tra), 
action, which I think was true in these cases. I am confident that t}, 
were, and our office was confident that they could successfully | 
that position. 

The Carman. In other words, if I should unsuccessfully atte 
to murder you as Piggy Leake attempted to murder Nelson. could 
you not be made to tell the jury trying me whether I had attempted 
to kill you? 

Mr. Murray. Certainly not, if you were under indictment fo, 
doing the same thing to me, which Nelson was. 

The Craman. In my opinion, someone had the assailant Lea 
and his victim Nelson cross-indicted in order to prevent succe 
prosecution of this case. But be that as it may, you say you did | 
draw the indictments but that you assume all responsibility for th 
after they had been returned. 

Mr. Murray. That is correct. 

The CHarrman. In more than 40 years’ experience as a lawye 
I never before heard of a faultless man, who had been malicious! 


shot by an outlaw and had miraculously escaped with his life, being 
indicted for the identical offense charged against his assailant, and 


later being tried for that offense as a codefendant with the hoodlun 
who had attempted to murder him. 

If that is the way criminal cases are generally tried in the Distr 
of Columbia, the law abiding should take notice: “All hope abando 
ve who enter here.” 

Mr. Murray. 
Chairman ? 

The Caatrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Murray. We were faced with two indictments which promis 
to cancel out each other. 
It was a fight between two groups. 

Part of this shooting, had it happened in a public street, would has 
endangered innocent lives. It was apparent to us, to me, I had th: 
opinion—and I still have—that these two persons, Nelson and Leak 
were in collusion to conceal the facts in regard to this shooting, wit 
the help of their attorneys whose duties it was to look out for thei 


interests, and possibly with the help of others whose duty was in the 


opposite direction, and that they were settling this gang fight 
tribal fashion, excluding the public from a look-in, which I thoug! 
had some interest in the ert 

I represented the public. 
and I don’t now. It seemed highly desirable to me, instead of trying 
one case and have that kicked out, and then the other and have thiut 
kicked out-—— 

The CuairMan. To have both kicked out at once instead of on 
at a time. 


Mr. Murray. 


That is your statement, sir. I was making mine. 


It seemed highly desirable to me that instead of hs aving each case 
cancel the other out in separate treatment, to try them together, to 


slits these two shooters in the same pit and let the jury choose, 
maybe convict them both, m: iybe acquit them both. 

Not only did I share that’ view but it seems apparent that the at- 
torneys for these people shared the view, because when I made a mo- 
tion to consolidate those cases, which I was not hopeful of, to be frank 


% 
ake 


May I continue my uninterrupted statement, My. 


This was a ganster shooting we were (oli. 


I didn’t represent either Leake or Nelson, 
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with you, in the beginning, they vigorously opposed it, so apparently 
they thought that the consolidation was in favor of the Government 
and against the defendants, just like I did. 

The motion for consolidation was argued before Judge Laws, and 
much to my glee, possibly surprise, we were able, we succeeded. He 
did order the cases consolidated for trial. 

I was able to cite him only one instance in our District. It is an 
extremely rare thing. There had been one instance in our District 
where two people had shot at each other, were tried together, and 
were both convicted, but that had been with their consent, and I knew 
these people were going to oppose this motion, and therefore I wasn’t 
too confident, but-1 did make the motion, and fortunately it was 
eranted, 

I thought fortunately then, and I think now, up to that point. 

The cases then were consolidated. We were going to try them 
together. We faced in this prosecution certainly no more difficult 
| problem in getting evidence, in getting the case to the jury, than 
we would have in separate trials, because we had to do wit ho t Leake’s 
testimony and Nelson’s testimony anyhow. 

They had both united in their refusal to testify. Our problem, 
therefore, was to attempt to get evidence without the use of them to 
prove both these shootings. That required time. 

The Government asked for a postponement. I asked for that post- 
ponement toward the end of the regular winter season, when the sum- 
mer was about to begin, and I put up to the court the argument that 
summer is usually devoted to jail cases, and here we had a long case 
with both men on bond. These men, of course, got on bond right 
away. 

The CuatrmMan. Please repeat the last sentence. 

Mr. Murray. These men, of course, made bond immediately after 
their arrest. They were both on bond, Mr. Chairman, and I was argu- 
ng to the judge that summer, the summer period, is usually devoted 
to the trials of cases of those who are in jail, and upon that. basis 
[asked for the postponement, but I frankly admitted to the judge that 
my real purpose was to try to get this case held off a while so that we 
could get some evidence from witnesses who would talk. 

We had considerable trouble with witnesses. I got one or two of 
them arrested, and we had quite a time, as you always do in such 
matters. So that continuance was granted, too, and it took us up into 
September, and we busied ourselves in trying to get evidence to prove 
enough, evidence enough to go to the jury as to both assaults. 

We were able to do that in my opinion. We had one witness who 
told of a conversation with Leake, in which Leake said that this man 
Nelson had shot at him and he had shot back at Leake. I am sorry, 
Leake said that Nelson had shot at him and he, Leake, had then shot 

t Nelson, and Nelson fell. 

Has tried to shoot him again, and his gun jammed and he went over 
then and spat in Nelson’s face to show his contempt, so that gave a 
pretty good picture of both of them being guilty of assault, which 
they were charged with. 

However, that witness refused to testify when he was called as a 
Witness, on the ground of—I forget what his ground was, whether 
he claimed self-inecrimination or not. 
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It is a pretty valuable claim to make, and is rather broad in its 
application, I might say. And he spun the Government, to use the 
common term, and did not testify. 

There was another witness, too, who had told us, told the gran 
jury that Simkins—that Leake said that Simkins had cut into - 
business, reduced his income, and he went to the Brass Rail that nigh 
looking for Simkins to take it out on him, or some such expr ace 
That, of course, would have been valuable evidence. 

That witness, too, was able to keep from testifying, but we had a 
witness—we had ample evidence, I thought, that ‘Leake went to this 
place in the early morning without any justific ation whatever, appar- 
ently looking for Simkins. I think there was evidence he asked for 
Simkins, and the person who answered the door—as I recall it, j 


wasn’t Nelson the first time—said he wasn’t in. Leake didn’t believe it, 
Nelson then told him he wasn’t in, and Leake probably didn’t believe 
but at any rate Leake shot him, entirely without justifica. 


that either, 
tion. 

Leake then left the vicinity of the Brass Rail, running away, and 
Nelson—well, now, what really happened was Nelson went out and 
shot at him, but what I am talking about up to now is the evidence of 
the assfult by Leake on Nelson. There was pretty good evidence of 
that. 

At the hospital, for instance, Nelson had identified Leake as the 
person who had shot him, so I thought we were pretty good on that. 

As to the other assault by Nelson on Leake, we had an eye-witness, a 
person who claimed he was there in the neighborhood about a quarte: 
of a block away, that he saw Leake—he heard a shot, one or more shots. 
He saw a man—he couldn’t identify him himself—run out of this 
Brass Rail toward a car, I think it was, and saw this other man wh 
was Nelson, but this witness, too, I don’t think could identify him, 
come out and shoot at him. That is my recollection of what this 
witness said. 

Now, Nelson had no right to shoot Leake after he had been hit an 
Leake was running away. He had no right of self-defense, in my a 
ion. Of course, a jury might take a very practical view about it and 
let him off, but I am now talking about the evidence that we had to go 
before the jury. 

That evidence, I thought, was enough to go to the jury, but the judge 
was of a different view and he directed the judgments of acquittal, or 
directed verdicts, whatever the procedure then was, in favor of the 
defendants, without putting the case to the jury at all, and both de- 
fendants went free of all charges. 

I respected the judge’ s ruling on the matter, which was his affair, not 
mine, but I no more agree with him now than I did then. I think we 
did have enough evidence to go before that jury, and if it had gone 
7 fore that jury I think we would have had Leake and Nelson fighting 

ach other for the first time since January the 8th, when they shot at 
each other. 

They had been much too friendly in that interim for the Govern- 
ment’s purposes. To have convicted Leake and not to have convicted 
Nelson—or rather, I should put it this way: For the Government wn- 
der circumstances which I have related to have prosecuted Leake and 
not Nelson, it seemed to me then, and does now, would have taught 
Leake and his gang that they had better not start shooting Roger 
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Simkins’ men, and it might also have taught Mr. Simkins that the 
Government was ready and willing at his pleasure to prosecute those 
people who did him harm, and at the same time to permit his em- 
ployees to keep evidence from the public and to collude and conspire 
with the cther gang and let the public out of the picture. 

It would be a cheap victory indeed, it seems to me, for us to have 
convicted Leake and let Nelson go, Nelson having taken the attitude 
he did. Nelson was certainly an injured person, a wronged person. 
He was the victim of an unjustified attack. 

His shooting of Leake was a reflex action which in moral judgment 
has got to be condoned, although the law, I think, was against him, 
but to say that Nelson was any bargain in the Government’s estima- 
tion at that time is totally false. Nelson was as much an enemy to 
the public in the prosecution of that case as Leake was. 

So at that time I thought that the Government’s position ought to 
be to prosecute them both, a plague to both their houses, so to speak. 
Throw them in the same trial and let them talk their way out of it 
if they could. I still think that was right. ; 

Members of the committee, I have explained to you my motives in 
this prosecution. Whether my judgment was sound, whether this 
committee may think my judgment was sound, whether my choice of 
means was wise or whether I efficiently carried out this prosecution 
isto me a matter of supreme indifference in my present appearance. 

I have not come here to defend my ability. Iam here to defend my 
honor. 

Senator Neely, the statement attributed to you that I conducted this 
prosecution for the purpose of assisting in a frame-up and suppressing 
the truth is unqualifiedly false. Mr. Bauman, the statement attributed 
to you-——— 

The Cuamman. To what statement are you referring? 

Mr. Murray. I am referring to a statement which I have read in the 
ress. 

The CHarmman. What did that statement say? 

Mr. Murray. I am reading from the Washington Herald of Satur- 
day, January 19, 1952, the following: 

A trial in September 1948 resulted in a “reluctant” directed verdict of ac- 
quittal for both by Judge Schweinhaut. Bauman said Assistant United States 
{Attorney Murray handled the prosecution. At that point Neely expressed the 
sentiment of the subcommittee when he said that the District Attorney's office 
should be called upon to explain why it was party to a “frame-up.” 

The CuatrrmMan. Why it was what? 

Mr. Murray. I have not finished, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. I would like for you to read so I can hear you. 

Mr. Murray. Iam sorry. Shall I repeat that? 

A trial in September, nineteen 

The Cuamman. No, no; just the part that I said, that is what I 
am interested in. 

Mr. Murray (reading) : 

At that point Neely expressed the sentiment of the subcommittee when he said 
that the district attorney's office should be called upon to explain why it was 
party toa “frame-up.” 

It is that statement to which I refer when I said the statement 
attributed to you that I conducted this prosecution for the purpose 
of assisting in a frame-up—— 





314 CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


The CyarrmMan. You or anyone else who says I ever charged \. 
with assisting in a frame-up is as great a liar as Ananias. So far, | 
have attributed nothing to you, sir. 


Mr. Murray. I should be happy to have you, Mr. Chairman, if yo) 


did not intend to criticize me, say so. 

The Cratrman. I make no apology. I simply emphasize the { 
that anyone who says or intimates that I have charged you perso 
with a frame-up is as mendacious as Ananias. This I am quite w 
to say outside. 

Mr. Murray. No, sir: you just chpote your own place to say ¢! 

The Cratrman. Do not come here and again charge rea, 6 
this committee with having stated cnethdaat falsely regarding { 
remarkable trial under consideration. If you do, the conseque 


might be more serious than you have ever experienced in the 30 years 


you have been practicing law. 

Mr. Murray. I was about to do exactly that in reference to M, 
Bauman. Do TI understand that you won't let me—— 

The Carman. You were about to do what / 

Mr. Murray. I was about to say precisely the same kind of st: 
ment that I made about you in regard to Mr. Bauman. Do I un de 
stand that you forbid me to do that ? 

The Cuarrman. I said members of the committee. You are at |i! 
erty to make any statement you please about counsel. He will have 
the right to reply. If he needs any assistance, the committee wil 
supply it. 

eae Murray. Mr. Bauman, the statement attributed to you—pardo 
me, I shall read: 


Later some of the subcommittee’s-—— 

Well, that is irrelevant. I suppose. The last paragraph of this eli 
ping I have. Again I will read from the Washington Herald of 
January 19, 1952: 


sauman pointed out that the gamblers wanted Nelson indicted so that he co 
not be called to the witness stand without his consent. 


Mr. Bauman, in view of the Chairman’s response to what I ha\ 
said, may I ask, sir 

Mr. Bauman. I beg your pardon. 
I was just trying to refresh my recollection as to whether I made such 


Iam sorry. I wasn’t listening. 


a statement. I would not say I did not, and I was just inquiring 
Would you repeat that statement ? 

Mr. Murray. May I read it? 

Mr. Batman. I heard what you read, Mr. Murray, but I am just 
trying to refresh my recollection. 

Mr. Murray. In other words, you may have said it. 

Mr. Bauman. I may have indeed. 

Mr. Murray. If you did say it, Mr. Bauman, it is unqualifiedly false 
if you intended to imply that the prosecution was designedly cov- 
ducted for the purpose of assisting the gamblers in their attempt 
to have Nelson indicted so he would not talk. 

In conelusion of this preliminary statement, I should like to sa) 
that neither Senator Neely nor Mr. Bauman has made the slightest 
attempt to contact me before expressing these rash judgments 
regard to my motives. It seemed to me that as the one who conducted 
the prosecution, the question as to what motivated would suggest 
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that I was the most obvious individual to be called and questioned 
before any worth-while judgment could be ex pected. 

About the only thing of any worldly value that I can get out of 

his job is a reputation as an honest prosecutor. I accuse both you 
gentlemen of unjustly attempting to destroy it. I now invite the 
onmuttee’s questions. 

The CHAIRMAN. Your invitation is ace epter l. Mr. Murray, I asked 
Mr. Nelson who in the district attorney’s office had een this 
ase, He stated that he did not know. 

If any witnesses ever testified, or if anyone ever said in my presence 

efore you took the witness stand that an official named Murr: ay had 
bandied the Leake-Nelson matter in court or elsewhere. I did not hear 

» testimony or the statement. I did hear a witness say that Mr. 
ey iy was the district attorney . the time in question, but I deduced 
from What others said that Mr. lay had not personally prosecuted the 
ise. So far as I am concerned, you have, for the first time, identified 
the man who was and is responsible for this case subsequent to the 
return of the indictments. 

Mr. Murray. May I answer that / 

The CHaAmRMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Murray. Apparently then you had not intended to accuse me, 
because you did not know I was the individual? Do I understand 
hat. sir ¢ 

You had not intended to accuse me of anything wrong because 
vou didn’t know the individual / 

The CuatRMAN. For reasons which I shall endeavor to indicate. I 
retract none of my criticism of the manner in which this case was 

prosecuted. 

Now you have said this was a fight between gangsters. You have 
ven in the district attorney’s office, I believe you said, for 30 years. 
Is that correct ? 

Mr. Murray. Yes, sir: that is correct. 

The Cramman. And I suppose you know that the evidence shows 
that one racketeer has, during these 30 years, made $30,000,000 or 
ore out of gambling. What, if anything, have you done about 
gambling during these 30 years you have been assistant district 
attorney ¢ 

Mr. Murrafl. I have prosecuted every case that came to my atten- 
tion, and that is my 

The Cnarrman. How many did you try to have brought to your 
ittention? Tell us how many of these 8 or 10 multimillionaire gam- 

blers you have personally sought to have prosec uted while they were 
aking as much as $100,000,000 in 3 or 4 years ¢ 

Mr. Murray. I have never — any case that I have prosecuted. 
It has always been assigned to me by the district attorne y. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are you the first. second, or fortieth assistant ? 

Mr. Murray. There are about 40 of them. I am one of the 40. 
The Cuatmrman. Have you been there longer than any of the rest 
of them ? 

Mr. Murray. As an individual I have been. As an assistant I have 
been there less long, for a shorter period than one other assistant. 

The CHAIRMAN ~ How many cases have you personally prosecuted 
against the so- ‘alled big-time gamblers during your 30 years in the 
district attorney’ s office? 





316 CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Mr. Murray. I would have no way of giving a number. [I hay 
‘ase of any kind against anybody that was eyer 


prosecuted every ¢ 
assigned to me to prosecute. 


The Cuamman. Now, please, Mr. Murray, confine yourself to the 
I am not inquiring about pickpockets or drunken drivers, 


question, 
but about big-time gamblers. 


Mr. Murray. I have prosecuted every case pone big-time gam.- 


bling that was ever assigned to me. The number I don’t know. 

The CuarrMan. Would you say as many as 10 in the last 30 years’ 

Mr. Murray. I have no way of knowing. 

The Cuamman. If you had prosecuted as many as 10 cases agains 
the so-called big-time gamblers, you would reme mber that, would yo 
not, Mr. Murray ¢ 

Mr. Murray. I couldn’t say that I would remember it; no, sir. 


The Cuatrman. Have you ever prosecuated one against Simkins, 


or would you remember about that / 


Mr. Murray. I have never prosecuted one against Simkins; no, sir, 


The eee Have you ever prosecuted one against Warring! 

Mr. Murray. I don’t know. It seems to me, I have a very faint 
recollection that many years ago when I was handling the grand j jury 
I had had Warring—I presented to the grand jury an original | 

sy original I mean one where he had not been arrested before, bi t 
was being originally investigated by the grand jury, the only indi 
ment of its kind I have ever heard of, charging him with failing t 
report a felony which he had learned about. 

There was a statute and is vet, unless the recent recodification of 
title 18 of the United States Code has changed it, which made s 
a thing an offense. 


The CnatrmMan. But you never prosecuted him for racketeering 


or gambling ? 
Mr. Murray. 
indicted for that. 
The CuatrMan. What? 
Mr. Murray. I don’t recall that he was ever indicted for that. 


Never did: no, sir. I don’t recall that he was ey 


The CuarrMan. I do not think that he or any other big-time gan- 


bler has been. 

Mr. Murray. I didn’t have that responsibility, sir. I was prosecut 
ing cases that came to my attention. I was not a policeman. I y 
not looking for cases, but I got everything that came my way. 

The Cuamman. I think that is obvious. During your 30 years 
Washington, did you ever hear of a man named Sam Beard ? 

Mr. Murray. Oh, ves, sure. 

The CHarrmMan. You know who he is? 

Mr. Morray. I know who he is; yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Did you ever prosecute a numbers racket 
against him? 

Mr. Murray. No; I had nothing to do with that prosecution. H 
was prosecuted but I didn’t do it. 

The CHatrman. Did you ever hear of Jew Boy Dietz? 

Mr. Murray. Oh, ves. 

The CHatrMan. What was his business? 

Mr. Murray. He was reputed to be a gambler. 

The Cuairman. Did you ever prosecute him? 

Mr. Murray. No, sir. 
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The CuarrMaN. Did you ever hear of James La Fontaine? 

Mr. Murray. Oh, yes. 

The CHarrMan. Do you know what business he was in ? 

Mr. Murray. He was reputed to be a gambler. 

The CuarrMan. Here in the District of C olumbia ? 

Mr. Murray. Well, I don’t know what he did in the District. He 
was reputed to have a gambling place outside the District in Prince 
Georges County near the line. 

The CHamRMAN. You never prosecuted a case against him ? 

Mr. Murray. I never prosecuted against him. 

The CHarrMan. Then the fact is that in these 30 years you have 
been in the district attorney’s office, you haven’t prosec uted anybody 
for gambling or operating a numbers racket ? 

Mr. Murray. No: that is not true. 

The Carman. Would you tell us of as many as three cases that 
you have prosecuted in 30 years against the multimillion dollar 
racketeers. 

Mr. Murray. Oh, you are confining it to multimillion dollar racket- 
eers, No, sir. no: they don’t seem to vet indicted. 

The CHarrMaNn. That is quite obvious. 

Mr. Murray. Yes, sir; that is definitely true. 

The CHarrman. It does not seem that they have suffered any official 
interference of any kind. 

Mr. Murray. They do splendidly: ves, sir. 

The CHarrMan. No effectual interference. 

Mr. Murray. That is right. 

The Cuamman. Now you have stated that you thought it was the 
best thing, to use your own words as nearly as I can, to throw both 
these men into court for trial and then let them talk their w ay out 
of it if they could ? 

Mr. Murray. I did make such a statement; yes, sir. 

The CuHarrMan. You said that this fight was between racketeers. 
Did you ever know or hear that Nelson, before the night he was shot 
by this would-be murderer, Piggy Leake, had ever been arrested, or 
had ever been engaged in the numbers business, or had ever com- 
mitted any misdemeanor or fe slony in the District of Columbia, or even 
in the United States? 

Mr. Murray. No. no. no: he had never been there. He was in this 
group, a comparatively clean fellow. All he did was try to kill 
Leake, that’s all I knew about him. 

The Cuarrman. If you investigated the matter you would know he 
had nothing whatever to do with the numbers business but that he and 
is wife were simply operating or helping to operate a restaurant. 

Mr. Murray. They never confided in me, Mr. Chairman, as to what 
they were doing. I tr ied to get them to, as you we 1] know. 

The Cuamman. But after the case was turned over to you—and 
you say that it then became your respon isibility—did 3 not oecur to 
vou that you owed some obligation to the man ae came so near 

eing murdered in cold blood to learn something about him before 

ng him indicted for the same offense for which you indicted the 
man : whe tried - kill him? 

Mr. Murray. I did learn the facts to the best of my ability, but 
Nel ‘Ison didn’t help me. Neither did his wife. Ne ither did anybody 
nthat crowd. We got our information in spite of Nelson. 


942738—52—pt. 1——-21 
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The CHatrman. That was months after Nelson had been shot, and 
after he had apparently concluded that his assailant would never be 
prosecuted. He at last decided that if he could get $5,000 damaves, 
or $1,700 by settling out of court, he had better pursue that course. 

Mr. Murray. Are you asking me a question, sir? 

The Cuarmman. I may have reduced my intended question to an 
unintended observation. 

Mr. Murray. I was uncertain, too. If you have a question, I would 
like to be able to answer it. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Murray, do you not think that before prosecut- 
ing Nelson, who so far as our record shows had never been arrested 
in his life, you should have sought and, if possible, ascertained all the 
relevant facts about his having been shot by Piggy Leake? 

Mr. Murray. Yes; I do think so, and I think I did to the best of 
my ability. 

The Cuarrman. In justification of your prosecution of the victim 
of the attempted murder on the identical charge made against the 
man who attempted to kill him, and solely because the victim had 
returned Leake’s fire, you say that you thought it was a good thing to 
throw him into court with the would-be killer and let them both talk 
their way out if they could? 

Mr. Murray. I did. My interest was not in Nelson nor in Leake 
I didn’t care about either one of them. My interest was in the publi 
interest. 

I wanted to get the facts in this case, and Nelson was keeping them 


from us. He has always kept them from us. His motivations are 


as much a mystery to me now as they were then. I have never heard 
anything from him. He steadfastly refused to tell the facts. Every 
body in our office knew it and he knows it. 

The Cuarrman. Well, if you had talked to the policemen, don't 
you think you would have found out that these two men had made a 
deal; that Leake was promising Nelson compensation, and telling 
him that he was not going to get anything in any other way, and tliat 
he had better settle out of court? 

Don’t you think you could have found out that a felony was be: 
compounded and that possibly two or three public officials were pai 
ticipating in this unlawful business ? 

Mr. Murray. Why if a felony was being compounded by Nelso: 
he could be prosecuted for that, but our interest there, we were inte! 
ested in the shooting case. The compounding of a felony did no 
interest us at that time. The main thing was this shooting. 

He refused to give us the evidence about it. We had heard about 
that payoff, yes. Leake had paid Nelson off, and that is why Nelson 
was not talking. We had heard that, yes, but we couldn’t prove it 

We certainly couldn’t prove to this day I am afraid, unless Nelso1 
has admitted it, that the purpose of that payoff was to keep him quiet. 
That is what compounding a felony means. A person can accep! 
civil damages as I understand it. It becomes a criminal act for hin 
to do so when he does it with a condition that in consideration of 
he will not reveal the truth. 

__ Now Nelson was not revealing the truth, but we couldn’t prove that 
he got the money for that purpose. I am not sure we could prov 
now. 
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The Cmamrman. Mr. Murray, before you prosecuted Leake, the 
would-be murderer, and his victim Nelson, in similar fashion, did you 
jearn from the records of the Metropolitan Police Department that 
Leake, who nearly succeeded in taking Nelson’s life, had been arrested 
on the 18th day of Febru: ary 1935 . for oper ating a lottery; on the Ist 
day of November 1935 for permitting gaming; again on the same 
day for per mitting gaming; on the 30th of October 1937, for ope rating 
a lottery; im June 1940 for having numbers’slips in his possession ; 
and that he was arrested on the 27th of May 1941 for disorderly con- 
duct; again on the 9th of June 1943 for disorderly conduct; arrested 
in 1944 “for being drunk, in 1947 for operating a ‘lotte sry, in 1947 for 
possession of lottery slips, and in 1948 for carrying a gun? 

Did you know all these facts before you began to prosecute the victim 
of the murder attempt just as you prosec uted his aggressor 4 

Mr. Murray. Before we prosecuted either would-be murderer, I 
knew those facts I am sure, although I don’t remember the details that 
you related. 

* The Cuarrman. Did you also know about another charge against 
Leake in 1948 for carrying a gun? 

Mr. Murray. I am sure we knew those; sir, yes. I take it you are 
reading a criminal record. 

The CHAIRMAN. Was any impression made on your mind by the fact 
that Leake had a criminal record as long as a clothesline and that his 
victim had no criminal record at all ? 

Mr. Murray. Now, that wouldn’t prove their guilt or innocence of 
the crime they were charged with. The criminal record could be used 
only to test their credibility if they should take the stand, which 
none of them had ever done, and they escaped without doing it in the 
trial itself, 

Had the directed verdict not been granted and these defendants had 
to put in a defense and either one of them had taken the stand, he 
could be asked about his criminal record. Nelson had none that we 
knew of. 

Leake had the record that I presume all that you have read is cor- 
rect. He would be asked about those convictions, yes; but the convie- 
tions themselves would neither prove nor disprove the charges against 
him and Nelson. 

The CHarrMan. Would not the fact that one man had committed 
1) crimes and the other had committed none indicate, when they were 
both charged with the same offense, which of the two would be more 
likely to be guilty ¢ 

Mr. Murray. No, sir: we don’t allow one shooting—f it is his first 
offense it is still a shooting. He can be prosecuted. 

ane CRAaRRAM. You don’t allow what ? 

The Murray. We don’t allow a person to shoot once and get away 
with it and then not prosecute him until he shoots again. 

The Cuamrman. If you let some shooter get away, as you did this 
man Leake, and he shoots 40 more, do you continue to presume that 
he is as innocent as his victim, and similarly prosecute the attacker 
and the attacked ? 

Mr. Murray. No; that is a totally wrong conclusion. 

a CHAIRMAN. I hope it is. 

. Murray. It is not justified by-—— 
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The Cuarrman. I can’t find anything in this record that will jus stify 
any other conclusion. 

Mr. Murray. I am sure you can’t find anything in it which wij! 
justify that conclusion. 

The Cuarrman. I think we can. 

Mr. Murray. We both agree it is in the record if it is there. 

The Cyamman. You admit that you are familiar with Pigg, 
Leake’s criminal record and that you found no charge of record 
against Nelson whom Leake shot. Still you indict the law-abidi ing 
citizen for having shot back after he had been fired upon without 
provocation. You indict Nelson for attempting to defend himself 
and prevent the escape of the felon who shot him, and try to inflict 
upon Nelson the exact punishment } vou seek for his assailant. I don’t 
believe that anyone can justify that before any jury on earth. 

Mr. Murray. Many of the arguments, Mr. Chairman, which vou 
have put were mentioned to me by Mr. Margolius who then repre- 
sented Nelson. They did not impress me because Nelson at that time 
had joined up with a gang in suppressing the truth. Nelson was not 
telling the truth. He was going to defy the Government. 

He was going to come in, get Leake convicted without uttering 4 
word himself, and then go free. He thought he was. He did, but not 
with my consent, and he wouldn't do it again with my consent. 

The Cuamman. You think that he ought to have been prosecuted 
for trying to shoot the man that shot him ? 

Mr. Murray. No, sir. I think under all the circumstances of these 
cases as I have related them, I did the right thing, and I would do it 
again under those circumstances. 

The Carman. Do you think Nelson actually ought to have been 
prosecuted for returning Leake’s fire? 

Mr. Murray. The moral balance of comparison between the wrong- 
doing of Nelson and Leake was heavily in favor of Nelson. Had 
Nelson acted like other people do ordinarily and come in and told 
the facts in the case instead of concealing the facts as he did, the 
prosecution would have been against Leake only. 

This case, Mr. Chairman, you will remember happened on January 
the 8. That case was postponed on preliminary hearing from Janu- 
ary to a date past April 15, an almost unheard of postponement ii 
municipal court, police court it may have been then by name. A most 
unheard of thing. 

And what was the reason? The reason was the Government was 
trying to get evidence. The Government wasn’t interested in prose- 
cuting Nelson, wouldn’t ordinarily be. It was all the circumstances 
of this case that suggested to me the advisability of prosecuting 
Nelson. 

I have explained them and I won’t repeat them, and I will reiterat 
that I may have done a very dumb thing for all I know. I am not hire 
to defend my ability, as T have said before. It is my motives. Did 
I act honestly? The answer is “Yes.” 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Murray, let me be more specific. Do you thu nk 
that Nelson was or was not justified in firing at the man after the 
man had shot him, in a manifest attempt to take his life ? 

Mr. Murray. I think he was legally not justified. I think it was a 
act of revenge, not necessarily in his own defense, and it could not 
conceivably he justified under the law, that is as an act of self-defens 
to shoot a fleeing person. 
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Mr. Margolius himself readily conceded that as I understood his 
view. He was going to try to get into this case a legal principle which 
is rather unique these days, that Nelson had the right to shoot a fleeing 
felon, but I would personally have put the job of law enforcement in 
other hands than Nelson’s, indicted as you say. 

| think I would rather have that function performed by somebody 
besides Nelson, and I was going to make a judge or a jury answer the 
question favorably to Nelson on that score, and I was not going to 
give up on it. Nelson, sir, I don’t know what he knew when he got 
into that job of Simpkins, but he couldn’t have been there many 
days before he knew what was going on. He continued to work there. 
A person working under those circumstances is accepting a risk that 
he will get involved in the kind of trouble Nelson did get involved in. 

The Cuatmrman. But he could not be expected to anticipate that the 
District Attorney’s office would prosecute him for murder, for trying 
to defend himself when a criminal came in and shot him without 
provocation. 

Mr. Murray. Well, I hope he understands it now, that if he does 
what he did before, and I am the one that has the case, the same thing 
is going to happen. I hope he understands that. 

Senator Pasrore. Mr. Murray, Nelson was indicted by a grand jury, 
was he not ¢ 

Mr. Murray. Yes, sir. 

Senator Pasrore. And all the facts were presented to the grand 
jury, were they not ! 

Mr. Murray. Presumably they were. 

Senator Pastore. And did the grand jury return an indictment 
against the two of them ? 

Mr. Murray. Yes, sir. 

Senator Pasrorr. And you prosecuted the cases as the indictments 
were returned ; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Murray. Correct, sir. 

Senator Pastore. The only alternative would have been to nolle- 
pros that indictment ? 

Mr. Murray. That is right, the alternative would have been to nolle- 
pros the Nelson indictment. I decided not to take that alternative. 
I would decide again in the same circumstances, 

I defend my action in that case. I would do it again, so if anybody 
wants a different action taken in that case, I suggest that the case not 
be given to me. 

The Cuarrman. And you do not think that Nelson could have been 
required to testify against the man who shot him ¢ 

Mr. Murray. I had assumed that right along, sir, and I think now 
what I have learned since then about the privilege has leaned me even 
more to the view that it is a pretty broad protection to a witness, and I 
am confident, I was then and I am now, that Nelson or Leake, either 
could successfully claim self-incrimination and refuse to testify. I 
think all lawyers are of that view. I may be mistaken 

The CHatrrman. Do you mean in cases in which indictments have 
been consolidated ? 

Mr. Murray. Oh, no, sir. The thing I speak of, the condition I 
speak of where each was threatening, was saying careneh his attorney 
that he would not testify, that existed before I ever got into the case. 
It was I that moved for consolidation. 





322 CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


The Cuatrman. What was the purpose of the consolidation ? 

Mr. Murray. I have explained it myself, sir, in the best words | | 
think of. My purpose was to get them fighting each other in a cin 
trial. 

I thought that Nelson would be the one to talk if we got past q 
directed verdict, that the pressure would be on Nelson. It had been 
intimated to us many times that Nelson was going to talk. He has 
blown his top, was the expression, and he was going to come in and tel] 
everything. He could tell plenty. 

He could have broken the gambling situation wide open at that 
time had he been willing to tell the special grand jury that was jn- 
vestigating it the facts that he most certainly knew. He did not tel] 
the grand jury the facts, so we did not know. 

In my experience with that special grand jury, I would s 
knew as much as anybody we dealt with. 


ne 


He was ina pusition, Why 


we could have made an excellent case against Simkins and several 
people if Nelson had told what I am certain he knows. 

Senator Pastore. Was Nelson charged with any crime before the 
case went to the grand jury 


A warrant was issued for him on February 


Mr. Murray. Yes, sir. 
19, 1948. ‘ 

Senator Pastore. How could he be expected to talk to the grand 
jury without some promise of immunity under those circumstances! 
If he was already charged, couldn't he plead self-incrimination / 

Mr. Murray. He was in a position where if he had been frank with 
us, my present recollection is that we would have been delighted to 
have him testify and drop the case against him. 

Senator Pasrore. That is exactly the point. Is the result of this 
charge against Nelson a result of rancor, anger, or indignation on 
the part of the prosecutor that he had not talked ? 

Mr. Murray. I am sorry, did you say whether the joint prose- 
cution 

Senator Pasrorr. No, no, no; whether the charges brought against 
Nelson was the result of his failure to talk. 

Mr. Murray. I cannot answer that question. The warrant was 
issued for Nelson by another assistant who is not there now. I don't 
know why he issued it. 

Senator Pasrore. To the best of your recollection, was both the man 
who did the shooting and the man who was charged both charged at 
the same time? 

Mr. Murray. In the warrant? No, sir. The indictments; yes. 
The indictments were returned against them at the same time. 

Senator Pastore. I realize that. 

Mr. Murray. What do you mean by a charge, sir? 

Senator Pasrore. Arrest. 

Mr. Murray. No. There was an interval of from January 8 to Fe 
ruary 19. Leake was arrested January 8, and Nelson was Soustad 
March the 6th. 

Senator Pastore. Well, then isn’t it fair to assume that just be- 

cause Nelson wouldn’t talk against Leake, he was himself arrested 
and charged with an attempt to murder within a month afterward ‘ 

Mr. Murray. I don’t know whether it is fair to assume that or not. 
I personally might have taken that action myself if I was handling 
the case at that time. 
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Senator Pasrore. Weren’t you in on this case as of Janu: ary ¢ 

Mr. Murray. No,sir. I got in the case at the time I mentioned ear- 
lier, between June 21 and July 14, I think it was. 

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Attorney , don’t you think that Nelson’s un- 
willingness to talk might be attributable to something besides his 
hope of obtaining compensation from the man who had tried to mur- 
der him, namely, , that the criminal who had shot him without provo- 
cation might, with more accurate aim, shoot him again ? 

Mr. Murray. That could be, but Mr. Nelson never took me into his 
confidence. I have not had the advantage that others have had to 
interview him. He has always refused to tell me anything. 

Senator Pastore. An important thing that occurs to me, Mr. Mur- 
ray, in this case, and giving you the benefit of this doubt—and by 
you, [ mean prosecuting in this case—the only witness as I under- 
stand it that you had against this man who did the shooting was Nel- 
son, The mere fact that Nelson would not talk made your case against 
the man who had done the shooting rather hopeless ; is that right? 

Mr. Murray. It was definitely hopeless at a certain time. 

Senator Pastore. All right. Now when you charged Nelson, you 
forever closed the door on his possibility of testifying? 

Mr. Murray. Not necessarily. His lawyer knew his way to our 
ofice. He could come in any day and say that Nelson will tell the 
truth. We would have been glad to drop the Nelson case then. 

Senator Pastore. Then you would have dropped the Nelson case? 

Mr. Murray. Sure; have been delighted. That would have been 
an excellent trade, I would say. 

Senator Pasrore. Why did you have him indicted in the first place 
if it were a weak case? That is exactly the point. Were you indict- 
ing Nelson out of spite? 

Mr. Murray. I wouldn’t call it that, sir. You understand, sir, I 
didn’t indict him. 

Senator Pasrore. Was he charged out of spite? That is exactly the 
point I am making. 

Mr. Murray. I didn’t charge him. If you don’t mind my correct- 
ing you, this may be unimportant but I carried on these indictments 
after they had been returned. I could have dropped them. There- 
fore it was my decision to carry it on and not drop it. 

Now, I wouldn’t call it spite. The reason for it was that Nelson 
didn’t talk, but the word “spite” doesn’t accurately describe my 
motivations. I was acting " the public interest, sir. 

Senator Pastore. Well, I don’t think the public would be that 
spiteful. I mean you admit the fact that your case against Nelson 
was only a result of the fact that he had refused to talk against the 
man who had done the shooting. 

Mr. Murray. No; I haven’t admitted that. I have admitted that 
I might have proved such a thing. I had nothing to do with Nelson’s 
being indicted. The only thing I didn’t do was not to drop it after- 
Wi ird. 

Now if my reason for not doing that can be called spite, it.is a mat- 
ter of opinion. I wouldn’t call it that myself, but of course I am the 
fellow that is interested. 

Senator Pastore. Well, I can imagine how you would feel as the 
prosecutor.. I was a prosecutor one time myself. I can imagine how 
you would feel in having a chief witness refuse to talk. That is 
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exactly what happened in the case in New York, because Gross refuse; 
to talk they have had to throw the case out of court. 

Now we all know the essentiality of a material witness at a trial, 
and to be sure your material witness in this case was Nelson, but 
strikes me at the moment that you charged Nelson with the same kin 
of crime tltat he was supposed to have proved as a material witness 
against another man, and closed the door forever on ever getting q 
conviction against the man who actually did the shooting. 

Mr. Morray. I disagree with your conclusion. I ee your 
opinion about it, but when that door was closed, it was after i t had 
been open for 4 months and Nelson hadn’t come in and said Sithin 

Senator Pastore. You said February 18, I think, against J: anuary 
9, did you not? 

Mr. Murray. No, sir. The indictment was returned sometime after 
April 16. Any time during that period I am satisfied the Govern. 
ment would have been delighted to prosecute Leake only. 

Now the circumstances of the warrant issuing for Nelson are not 
known to me, but it is just as easy to drop an indictment as it is to get 
one, and after the indictment was returned against Nelson, the door 
was not closed. 

‘The attorneys could have come in at any time, that is the attorne 
for Nelson. Of course, we wouldn’t drop the whole case. We 
wouldn’t drop the case against Leake, but the attorney for Nelson 
could have gotten his case dropped up to a very late date, I assure 
you. 

Senator Pastore. Giving you all benefit of the doubt, you want to 
leave it that the charge was brought against Nelson primarily for t! 
purpose of making him realize the grav ity of the situation and in the 
hope that if he were charged, he could be made to testify, and at whi 
time the charge against him would have been dropped; is that correct! 

Mr. Murray. I carnot say that that is correct; no, sir. 

Senator Pasrore. There must be some reason behind this. 

Mr. Murray. I have explained my reasons. My reasons were, well 
I won't repeat them, but I do not subscribe to exactly the way vi 
have put it so as to be able to answer “Yes.” You have used thi 
word that I was spiteful against him, or something of that sort. 

Senator Pastore. All right, forget all that. Just in order to clear 
the record in your own behalf, because I think you are entitled to it, 
will you please explain to me why both of these men were charged. 

Mr. Nelson has labored that point quite a bit. Now will you please 
explain as a prosecutor why charges were brought against the mat 
who did the shooting and the man who was shot. I think you are en- 
titled to clear the record on that, and I think you ought to. 

Mr. Murray. I am not, myself, interested in saying anything more 
than I have. I appreciate your desire to have me clear myself, | 
I have cleared myself to the best of my ability up to now. I cannot 
answer your question in the terms in which you have put it, why was 
he indicted. I didn’t get into the case until afterward. 

After two separate indictments were returned,.the reason I didn't 
drop the Nelson indictment but went on with them both was that I 
wanted to get those two people in the same trial, both of whom were 
refusing to talk, and continued to refuse to talk. Nelson could have 
opened that door to our office at any time, and he knows jt. His at 
torney knows it. 
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Senator Pasrorer. As far as I understand you now, you had nothing 


to do with this case until after the indictments were returned as 
against both men ! 


Mr. Murray. That is right; yes, sir. 

Senator Pastore. Well, I am glad you said that. 

Mr. Murray. The indictments were returned against both men in 
April 1948. I got into the case in late June or early July. 

Senator PASTORE, And had nothing to do with it before that 
time ? 

Mr. Murray. I do not recollect what I had to do with it before that 
time. I will tell you this. 

During that period after the shooting, I was connected, I was one of 
the assistants assigned in the investigation of the special grand jury. 
We assistants who were handling that, Mr. Fay, Mr. Fihe lly, and I— 
Mr. Fay was then United States attorne y—were very much interested 
in this Brass Rail shooting. 

It promised to give us information about the gambling situation 
which we were then investigating, and I am sure that we all were in 
conference with whoever was actually handling the case before the 
grand jury, and with the trial assistant who got the case first. I am 
sure there must have been some conferences. 

I do not recall that I had anything to do with the decision to indict 
Nelson as well as Leake, but I don’t say I didn’t have. I don’t say I 
did not have. 

The CuamrMan. Mr. Murray, in view of the observations you have 
made about Nelson returning Piggy Leake’s fire, I want to ask you 
one or two more questions. Have you a home in the District of 
Columbia ? 

Mr. Murray. Do I? 

The CHAtRMAN. Have youa home and a family ? 

Mr. Murray. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. If a hoodlum were to come to your house after 
midnight, armed with a revolver and, upon your order ing him from 
your premises, he would shoot you and seriously wound you; and 
after he had fired into your body with the manifest intent of killing 
you he would attempt to run away and you shot at this fleeing felon, 
do you think when you recover you ought to be indicted for the pre- 
cise offenses charged against your would-be murderer / 

Mr. Murray. Have you finished, sir / 

The CHarrMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Murray. No;I don’t. I would feel quite bad about that. There 
are some changes that I would make in the facts. 

I don’t have a cash drawer or a holster, having no need for either, 
- furthermore I don’t work for Simkins or anybody like him. I 
certainly don’t live with anybody that runs a numbers business, so I 
believe there are many different circumstances which would have af- 
fected me differently. 

The Cuarrmman. The man who was shot and his wife were there 
running a restaurant—and there is not a scintilla of evidence to indi- 
cate that either Nelson or his wife had anything to do with the num- 
bers business. Do you think that the fact that they were working in a 
place in which the numbers game was carr ied on separate and apart 
from the restaurant affords any sort of justification for Leake’s at- 
tempt to murder him? 
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Mr. Murray. No, no, I don’t think that. 

The CuarrmMan. Of course, no one ever thought or intimated th); 
there was a numbers racket operated in your home. I have no dow} 
that you area law-abiding man. I certainly did not mean to make ny 
comparison between your profession and a gambler’s occupation. | 
was simply trying to personalize the facts in the case under considera- 
tion. 

Mr. Mvurray. I hope you will not think, sir, that my previous ap. 
swer was flippant when I said I don’t have any cash drawer or holster. 
I was stating those facts to show the difference, relevant differences, 
between that case and the one I understand you to be questioning me 
about, the Nelson-Leake case. 

There are many differences. The most important difference that | 
would say would be this: That after I did shoot at this fellow, I would 
want to tell the police everything about it. Nelson didn’t. 

The Cuarrman. But whether you did or did not, what do you think 
the attitude of the District Attorney’s office should be toward indict- 
ing you and the man who so nearly killed you? Do you think that you 
should be indicted for the same offense ? 

Mr. Murray. You are asking whether it would be proper to do that. 
Naturally I wouldn’t want to be indicted, whether justly or not. 

Would it be proper to indict such a person? Yes, if the facts in the 
Nelson case existed. Of course, if you take those facts out, or impor- 


tant ones, then the answer would have to change with that change jy 
facts, but we had here a retaliatory attack, not an attack in self 
defense. We had a case which appeared to me would go to the jury. 
Maybe I was wrong. 

The Carman. Mr. Murray, this was part of the res gestae. It 


could not have been more than 5 seconds after Leake shot that Nelson 
returned the fire. Nelson lost his right of self-defense or the right to 
shoot at his fleeing assailant, upon the assumption that he might whir! 
around and renew his deadly attack? 

Mr. Mvurray. Yes, I think he lost the right of self-defense under the 
law as I understood it to be. I-don’t think a jury would convict him, 
probably, as a practical matter, but I think the court ought to leav 
such a case toa jury. Ihave thought so then, I think so now. 

You understand I am not criticizing the judge. That was his affair. 
I differ with judges often, and I always lose, of course, but I do not 
mean to be critical, but I do adhere to my own opinion about these 
legal matters and I do still entertain that opinion, that as a matter 
of law as distinguished from a practical matter and as distinguished 
from a matter to which you are giving any moral judgment as <is- 
tinguished from a legal one, as a matter of law I think that was a 
unjust attack on Nelson’s part. Now, if—— 

The Cuamrman. You mean returning the fire ? 

Mr. Murray. Yes. In the circumstances it could even be held to be 
this: That the state of mind and excitement into which he was put 
by that unlawful and dangerous attack upon him would so unseat |iis 
mind that he could be said to be acting not voluntarily; then I think 
he could be acquitted, but it would be a jury to find those facts, not a 
court. 

Senator Pastore. Let me put it this way, Mr. Murray. As a matter 
of fact, when Nelson shot, if he had killed his assailant you as a 


prosecutor would have had the duty in the public interest to bring 
all the facts before a grand jury. 
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Mr. Murray. Oh, definitely, yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. I hope, Mr. “Murray, that nobody that is hearing 
- testimony or reads it in the paper in the District of Columbia or 
elsewhere will get the idea that a highwayman, who breaks into a 
house at night and tries to kill somebody, will have immunity from 
any greater: punishment than that which would be attempted to be 
inflicted upon the person sought to be killed. I hope that no one will 
be restrained from defending himself when a burglar breaks in and 
tries to murder him, by the thought that if he shoots and kills the felon 
he will probably be indicted for murder regardless of what happens 
to his assailant. 

Mr. Murray. I concur in that hope, sir, and I also hope that the 
public will get from this hearing the positive fact that if a person in 
Kel son’s position conceals facts from the public in the way he did, in 
other words, if facts similar to these come again to my atte cere as a 
prosecutor, I will do exactly what I did, and I hope the public knows 
that, and especially I do hope that the employees of gamblers know it. 

Senator Hunt. Mr. Chairman, from a layman’s point of view as 
one member of the committee I would just like to make this obser- 
vation. 

It seems to me we have a case here where an easy disposal of it, a 
way to clear the docket, was simply for the U nad States attorneys, 
for the attorneys for Leake and Nelson, for Leake and Nelson them- 
selves, and for the court, to find an easy way to wipe it off the docket. 

Mr. Murray. Are you asking me any question, sir 

Senator Hunt. No. Iam just making a statement. 

Mr. Murray. I, therefore, do not comment, of course. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Murray. 

Mr. Murray. Yes, Mr. Bauman. 

Mr. Bauman. I believe you said that you pretty soon found after 
your injection into this case that Nelson was not going to talk to 
you; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Murray. I would say that istrue. I don’t remember saying that, 
but I am sure that is true; ves. 

Mr. Bauman. And I believe you also testified that if Nelson’s law- 
yers had come in to you and indicated that Nelson was willing to 
talk, that you would have been inclined to make what I believe you 
described as a trade; is that right / 

Mr. Murray. I don’t recall just when it was that I came to the 
point in that case that I was going to try it whether or no. My pres- 
ent recollection is that there was a time earlier when I would have 
been disposed to drop that case against Nelson, but I am not sure of 
that. 

It is entirely possible because of our desire to break this gambling 
thing open by getting Nelson to talk, that I was going to do it that 
way from the beginning. That is entirely possible. My best recol- 
lection is to the contrary of that. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you finished ? 

Mr. Murray. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do I understand from that, that it is not an unusual 
practice in the United States Attorney’s office to make what you have 
described as a trade by dropping a case against one person to induce 
him to talk against another ? 
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Mr. Murray. I don’t know how common the practice is. I wa; 
speaking of an individual case. I might make such a trade, myself 

Mr. Bauman. Do I understand that you would have been prepared 
to have bargained the prosecution against Nelson away, one which 
you conscientiously felt was properly brought, i in consideration of his 
talking ? 

Mr. Murray. My categorical answer to that is yes, I would have 
been willing to do that. That is correct, but that is not a correct 
statement of my attitude of mind. As between a yes and no answer, 
yes is closer to the truth, but it is not the full truth. It is not what 
went on in my mind, no, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, how many times have you tried cross-complaints 
for assault together ? 

Mr. Murray. Once, this case. 

Mr. Bauman. Is this the only case? 

Mr. Murray. That’s right, yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Did it not occur to you as a prosecuting official that 
in joining the trial of these cases you were complic ating your problem 
of trial beyond repair ? 

Mr. Murray. No, sir. 
complic ation. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, how would you determine, Mr. Murray, when 
Mr. Nelson got on the stand, or how would he determine sdather at 
the time he was on the stand he was being interrogated as a witness 
or defendant, on direct or cross-examination, because you would have 
had the right to have questioned him as witness and to have cross- 
examined him as a defendant. 

Mr. Murray. I don’t believe I ever thought that I could try two 
defendants and call one of them up to the stand as a complaining wit- 
ness against the other in a joint trial. I don’t think I ever thought 
that. If I did, I certainly don’t think so now. 

The Cramman. Doesn't that make it still more remarkable that 
you consolidated these cases? 

Mr. Murray. No, sir. Quite the contrary. We were already in 
the state that you say before I ever moved to consolidate. 

Mr. Bauman. That is true, Mr. Murray, but isn’t it a fact that at 
the time these cases were brought within your jurisdiction, you had 
within your power the making of a decision which would have resulted 
in a nolle prosse against Nelson and which would have left you com- 
pletely and perfectly free to prosecute Leake and call Nelson to the 
stand, make him testify or else subject him to the penalities for con- 
tempt of court ? 

Mr. Murray. I do not recall precisely what my view of the law 
was at that time, but I would be inclined to say now that even if we 
did that—to answer your question, yes, I could have dropped that 
Nelson case, I think. 

Even if I just moved to dismiss, the court undoubtedly would have 
permitted us to, but my present view is that even if we did that, Nel- 
son could refuse to testify on the ground of self-incrimination on 
account of his having shot back at Leake. 

Mr. Bauman. Now he at that time would no longer 
defendant; is that not correct ? 

Mr. Murray. No. He would be a silent witness, free to go. 
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Mr. Bauman. Let me make my position perfectly clear. I have 
had some slight prosecution experience, and what I am asking you is 
this. Let me lead up to it a little. 

You testified, Mr. Murray, did you not, that you yourself felt that 
Nelson was in no sense as culpable i in this affair, as mor: ally guilty as 
Leake: is that correct ? 

Mr. Murray. That is correct: yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. So that you as a quasi- judicial officer had every moral 
right if you wanted to, to have moved to dismiss the indictment 
against Nelson, is that correct ? 

Mr. Murray. Definitely correct; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And had you moved to dismiss the indictment against 
Nelson, there would then have been no pending charges against Nel- 
con: is that right ? 

Mr. Murray. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. So that you could then have put Nelson on the stand 
and sought to compel him to testify ; right ? 

Mr. Murray. Yes; right. 

Mr. Bauman. And if he did not testify, and attempted to avail 
himself of his constitutional privilege, it would the n have been up to 
the trial court to determine whether or not Nelson, in refusing to tes- 
tify pursuant to the direction of the court. was guilty of contempt of 
court; isn’t that right ? 

Mr. Murray. Th: it is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. Now you had a situation, Mr. Murray, where you 
testified that before this case came to trial you knew that neither one 
of them was going to talk; is that right? 

Mr. Murray. Yes; that is my recollection of what I knew, all right. 
Mr. Bauman. Didn’t that make you feel that the chances of 
conviction on either side of this case were almost nil since the com- 

plaining witnesses in each case were not going to testify ? 

Mr. Murray. Yes; the chances of prosecution in this case were defi- 
nitely nil on account of Nelson having sold out to Leake, as we had 
been informed. 

Mr. Bauman. But they were made nil from your point of view at 
least by the fact that they were tried together, and the fact that you 
by trying them together could not put either one of them on the stand 
against his will, isn’t that right ? 

Mr. Murray. No; they were not made nil by that. They had al- 
ready been made nil by the conspiratorial agreement between the two 
parties not to testify. 

Mr. Bauman. Now that conspiratorial agreement not to testify is 
sup posed to have been entered into sometime in July. According to 
the testimony, no money was passed until August. Now what did 
you do from the time you got this case until August, to get Mr. Nelson 
to talk? 

Mr. Murray. May I question you about your question ‘ 

Mr. Bauman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Murray. You say the conspiratorial agreement was entered 
into in July ? 

Mr. Bauman. That is our best information, Mr. Murray. 

Mr. Murray. I wasn’t thinking of it as of that time in my state- 
ment. I heard about this agreement early in this case, according 
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to my recollection. My recollection is I heard about this from Mr. 
Nichols, Reuben Nichols, and that was quite early; quite early. | 
think it could have been as early as January. 

I don’t remember when I began to take an interest in this matter 
and to hear about it, but I am confident that I heard about this 
agreement, that yr rayort to shut Nelson up much earlier than Jul) 

Mr. Bauman. Now I repeat, what did you do at that time to see 
if you could ieadinne Nelson to talk? 

Mr. Murray. I don’t remember what I did. I may have done very 
little. Nelson had a lawyer, Bernard Margolius. I know him well, 
We are friends. He used to be in our office. He could come to me 
any time and offer to have Nelson talk. 

fr. Bauman. Do you have any recollection of having invited Mr. 
Margolius down to discuss the situation ? 

Mr. Murray. No. I don’t even remember whether he ever talked 
to me either. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, now your information was, wasn’t it, Mr. Mur. 
ray, that Mr. Nelson’ was not a numbers operator but an employee 
of the restaurant, isn’t that right ? 

Mr. Murray. Yes; that is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Did it not seem much more desirable to you 
that if anybody was to be convicted as result of the actions that have 
been described here, that it should have been the numbers operator 
with a criminal record who shot first, rather than the other fellow / 

Mr. Murray. If you had to take one only, definitely, yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, apparently you did have to take only one be 
cause when you joined them both this way, the possibilities of con- 
viction apparently were nil; isn’t that right ? 

Mr. Murray. No, sir; it was not the j joining of them that made those 
possibilities nil. The prospective failure of both prosecutions had 
shown itself before the consolidation, before I ever got into thie case. 

It was I who moved for the consolidation, and therefore anything 
happening when the indictments were still separate ones was be! 

I ever got into the case. Now what happened while they were sill 
separate indictments was this prospective failure of prosecution «uw 
to the agreed stand of those men not to testify against each other. 

Mr. Bauman. Now I believe you have testified that you did not 
expect to succeed as against either defendant when you brought this 
case to trial; is that correct ? 

Mr. Murray. Separately ? 

Mr. Bauman. Either way. When you brought the case to tri 

Mr. Murray. No; that is not true. I didn’t say that, or if I did 
I would like to correct it. 

Mr. Bauman. Did I understand you to say that you thought 
chances of conviction were not very good, but you thought if you » 
them both within the same case and fighting with one “another, that 
something might happen? Is that what you said ? 

Mr. Murray. No, sir, I didn’t say that. 

Mr. Bau man. Would you make that a little clearer please, M 
Murray? 

Mr. Murray. Yes, sir. 


? 


The chances of prosecution before I got i1 
the case at all were very poor because we didn’t have any evidence. 
as I understood it and now recollect it; we didn’t have any evidence 
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against Leake and Nelson except what they would say about each 
other. 

Our position improved after I got into the case, not because of my 
efforts, but other people’s. The investigation in the special grand 
jury went on and was devoted, part of it, to building up a case against 
these two men. That was one of the purposes as I remember it for 
our asking that lengthy postponement from July to September, which 
we did get. 

I never regarded the cases as any weaker or stronger in relation to 
the motion for consolidation, except this, as a practical matter. 

We had the problem in either case, whether you tried them sepa- 
rately or together, of proving the case without either Leake or Nelson. 
We were faced with that problem from the very beginning, and the 
purpose of this additional investigation which we conducted was to 
get proof of both assaults without using either man, which we knew 
we couldn’t do. 

Now I got hope, I obtained my hope of succeeding in this prosecu- 
tion as a result of the additional evidence which we were able to get. 
The consolidating helped me, I thought, in that attempt, and I be- 
lieve, as I say, I believe the other lawyers thought so because if they 
didn’t, if they thought consolidation was in the interests of their de- 
fendants, it seems to me that they would have concurred in the 
consolidation. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Murray, on that score I want to repeat a state- 
ment I made the other day to this committee, and I want to repeat it 
in your presence. It has been my experience in prosecution that 
where there are cross-complaints in assault cases, 1 have never once 
seen a conviction come out of such cross-complaints, and I believe 
that Inspector Scott who testified here this morning said that that was 
jus experience. 

Now regardless of what Margolius or the other lawyers in that 
case said, don’t you feel as a matter of prosecution procedure that 
where you consolidate cross-complaints of assault, you are in effect 
guaranteeing an acquittal to both cross complainants ? 

Mr. Murray. No, sir. In the circumstances of this case, which I 
suppose is what you are asking about, quite the contrary would be the 
result of the consolidation. 

The question was, Would we lose the cases one by one or would we 
lose or win them together? That was the only choice I had to make. 

I wanted them both, and I still would want them both under those 
precise circumstances, and I would take the risk. 

I think that the District Attorney’s office wound up with a cleaner 
record in this case by losing those two cases than if we had sold out 
to Nelson as he had sold out to Leake, and dropped that prosecution 
and let him continue to withhold evidence that we knew he had as to 
the gambling activities in the Brass Rail. 

Senator Pastore. As a matter of fact the consolidation of the cases 
pointed up in the public eye the problem that beset your department. 

Mr. Murray. Precisely so, sir. 

Senator Pasrorre. It was a matter of timing to have the two cases 
in open court presented at the same time, as I look at it, and with- 
out the testimony of Nelson you could not prove the corpus delicti; 
isn't that so? 

Mr. Murray. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Bauman. Well, as a matter of fact, Mr. Murray, your bringing 
these cases to trial all together at this point had exactly the same 
effect as Senator Pastore referred to in the Gross case, in that once 
the cases had been brought to trial, the witnesses sworn, the defend- 
ants placed in jeopardy, although it must have been clear to you that 
no conviction would have resulted, it just simply meant that these 
men could never be prosecuted, and it would seem to me that regard- 
less of the fact that indictments had been returned, if your investiga- 
tion showed what you say it did, and showed so little possibilities of 
success, that perhaps the smarter criminal prosecution would have 
been not to have placed these men in jeopardy so that the possibility 
of ever prosecuting them would not have been precluded as it in fact 
has been ? 

Mr. Murray. Everything you say could be entirely true. I am not 
here to say I did a smart job. I am here to say I did an honest one, 

Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Witness, please stand aside. 

Mr. Murray. Thank you, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Call the next witness. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give 
shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so 
help you God? 

Mr. Srorzere. I do, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF CHARLES STOFBERG, BALTIMORE, MD. 


Mr. Bauman. Your name is Charles Stofberg ? 

Mr. Srorsere. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And will you spell that, please, Mr. Stofberg? 

Mr. Srorserc. S-t-o-f-b-e-r-g. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you been sworn, Mr. Stofberg ? 

Mr. Storsere. Yes; I have, Mr. Bauman. 

Mr. Bauman. What is your business or occupation ? 

Mr. Srorserc. I am a member of Stofberg Bros., a furniture cor- 
poration in the city of Baltimore, Md. 

Mr. Bauman. And how long have you been engaged in that busi- 
ness ? 

"Mr. SToF neRG. Since February of a 

Mr. Bauman. I am awfully sorry, I did not hear you. 

The Cuamman. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. Srorserc. I have been in that business since February of 1951 

Mr. Bauman. What was your business or occupation before Febru- 
ary of 1951? 

Mr. Srorserc. For a period of less than 10 years I had been the 
special assistant to the President of the Board of Commissioners, Mr. 
John Russell Young. 

Mr. Bauman. You were Commissioner John Russell Young’s spe- 
cial assistant, you say ¢ 

Mr. Strorperc. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. For a period of almost 10 years; is that right? 

Mr. Srorsere. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What were your duties in that connection? 

Mr. Storserc. Primarily, I was to handle the giving out of the news 
of the Commissioners’ meetings and other activities of the Commis- 
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sioners to the members of the press, in addition to which I opened 
Mr. Young’s mail in the morning and routed them to the various 
department heads; and saw the many people who called upon Mr. 
Young or some of them for information and complaints, and all sorts 
of things of that kind. 

I was also the contact person with the Members of the House and 
Senate, with the clerks of the House and Senate committees, and with 
the other Government agencies who have had to call on the Commis- 
sioners’ office. 

Mr. Bauman. When you say call upon the Commissioners’ office, 
what are you referring to? 

Mr. Srorserc. There were any number of people, for example taxi- 
cab holders of taxicab permits who had run afoul of the law and 
appealed their cases to the Board of Commissioners, and for many 
years I just listened to their stories, and, if I could, I tried to help 
them and if not recommended an adverse report. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, Mr. Stofberg, as administrative assistant to 
Commissione r John Russell Young during the years that you held that 
position you got to know just about ever ‘vybody in the muniec ipal gov- 
ernment; isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Srorsere. I did. 

Mr. Bauman. And a great many people called upon you for a great 
many things; isn’t that correct? 

Mr. Srorsera. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. As a matter of fact, the longer you were in that job 
the more these calls were made to you directly, isn’t that so? 

Mr. SrorserG. Quite true. Asa matter of fact, in handling the pub- 
lie functions—for example, of the March of Dimes, the Red Cross 
drive, the visits to our National Capital of various dignitaries—the 
Commissioners asked me to more or less assume chairmanship or at 

east the getting the various citizens together. We have in Washing- 
ton, 1 would say, about 45 men and women whose names are always 
called upon and who acted upon these various committees, and I have 
personal contact with each and every one of them, and also with the 
citizens groups, 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Stofberg, in addition to those functions you 
have just outlined, you received many calls to speak to offici: us in 
various branches of the District government to see if you could not 
expedite matters in your jurisdiction, did you not ¢ 

Mr. Srornerc. Every day we got requests; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Were some of those referred to you by Commis- 
sioner Young? 

Mr. Srorserc. I would say that most of them came to the Commis- 
sioner’s office, and if the Commissioner were busy or if he greeted 
them, he would immediately say, “Turn it over to Charlie, because 
he was a good listener.” 

Mr. Bauman. By “Commissioner’s office,” you mean Commissioner 
Young? 

Mr. Srorserc. Why, naturally, they came to the President of the 
Board of Commissioners, Mr. Young ‘being the nominal head of the 
Police and Fire Departments, naturally complaints of that nature 

came to his office; others who were referred to the Board of Commis- 
sioners came naturally to his office as the top man. 

94273—52—pt. 122 
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Mr. Bauman. Now, what were some of the bodies with whom 0, 
interceded on behalf of some of these people that approached you! 

Mr. Storserc. Some of the bodies ? 

Mr. Bauman. Well, some of the boards. 

Mr. Srorserc. I would take people to the Zoning Board, the ABC 
Board, the Health Department—I imagine that sooner or later }) 
the less than 10 years [ was there I would probably have contacte( 
most of the departments. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, have you ever discussed any matters with tle 
Zoning Board ¢ 

Mr. Srorserc. The Zoning Board, that is the Board of Commis. 
sioners—well, let me say this. 

We have two zoning bodies in the District of Columbia. You hay 
your Zoning Commission, which is composed of your Board of Con 
missioners and the Architect of the Capitol and the representative of 
the Department of Interior. 

You also have a lesser board which hears nothing but variances an‘ 
exceptions to the Zoning Commission. That is composed of Mr. — 

The CHarrman. Do not tell us what it is composed of, just answer 
the questions. 

Mr. Srorsere. I am sorry, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. When you were in the capacity you described you 
received requests from various people to make recommendations of 
attorneys in matters before the Zoning Board. 

Mr. Strorsere. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you make such recommendations? 

Mr. Srorserc. In those instances—when television first came to 
Washington 

The CuarrMan. Please answer the question. 

Mr. Srorsere. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you recommend Harry S. Wender as an attorney 
in a certain case? 

Mr. Srorserc. In one case I recommended three attorneys includ 
ing Mr. Wender. 

Mr. Bauman. When was that? 

Mr. Storserc. That was in 1946 or 1947 when Bamberger came here 
to start its plea to have a television station here. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you speak to anybody on the Zoning Board about 
that matter? 

Mr. Storsere. No. As I started to explain before, Mr. Gene Thomas, 
who was a former newspaperman here in the city, was then rep! 
senting WOR-TV or Bamberger and he came to see Mr. Young and 
I was there in the office and he discussed the television case witli Mr. 
Young and, of course, everyone was very much interested in televisio 
and it was at that time I recommended to Mr. Gene Thomas the tire: 
men. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Mr. Wender give you any gifts or gratuities 
after you had recommended that case ‘to him ? 

Mr. Storserc. He did. About a year and a half later at Christm 
time I found on my desk a war bond in the sum of $500 which was 
Christmas package and a note from Mr. Wender. 

I then called Harry—I have known him ever since I have een i 
the city—and asked him what this was for and he said, “Charlie, 
were so good to me several years ago that”—TI had practically ! 
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gotten about it—he said, “You have no idea how well they treated 
me and I want you to have this gift.” 2 

And I was flabbergasted and he assured me it was perfectly all 
right, that he did it out of his own generosity—and I accepted it. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you recommend another such case to an attorney 
by the name of Philip Marenberg? ; 

Mr. Srorserc. In that instance, Mr. Bauman, Phil Marenberg, 
who just left the Federal Government and had started practice in 
Government agencies—he specializes in personnel cases—Jack Blank 
of Arcade Pontiac, with whom I have been visiting for the past 8 
years, a good friend of mine, asked me if I could recommend someone, 
and I then recommended three attorneys including Mr. Marenberg. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you receive a gift from Mr. Marenberg at that 
time, or did your wife receive such a gift ? 

Mr. Srorserc. Mr. Marenberg sent my wife a very lovely watch. 
I have since talked to him—of course, I did not ask him what it was 
for—and he said it was purely friendship because we had always 
exchanged gifts with each other, among the children—I have known 
him 12 years. 

Mr. Bauman. I asked you before if you had ever exchanged such 
gifts of such value with Mr. Marenberg and you told me you had not. 

Mr. Srorserc. My answer is still the same; they had never been 
of the same value. 

Mr. Bauman. I believe you described this watch as being either 
platinum or gold, a diamond studded Longine lady’s watch. 

Mr. Srorserc. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, have you ever received any other gifts such 
as television sets or things of that kind? 

Mr. Srornere. Around that same time, Mr. George Wasserman of 
George’s Radio—and I have known him quite a while—asked me if 
I had a television and I said no and he said he would send in one 
in my house as a demonstrator, which he did. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you still have that ? 

Mr. Srorserc. I had it in the country and I told him I would return 
it because when I retired from the District Government my gift from 
them was a Telecrafter set-—— 

Mr. Bauman. I shall interrupt you, so we can keep moving along. 
How long did you have that television set ¢ 

Mr. Srorserc. I have had that set about 3 years. J 

Mr. Bauman. Did you receive any gift of a refrigerator ? 

Mr. Srorserc. No sir, I never have. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, as a matter of fact, did you not tell me that 
Mr. Wash B. Williams gave you a nine-cubic-foot refrigerator in 
\!47 or 1948 

Mr. Srorgerc. The circumstances, Mr. Bauman, were these: Mr. 
Wash Williams put money out for me, he paid $153.70 because he 
could get it for me wholesale and they were rather difficult to get 
at that time and he was more or less tied up with the refrigerator 
business and he told me he would get one for me, which he did, and I 
have since paid him for it. mm 

Mr. Bauman. But you paid Mr. Williams after you spoke to me; 

n't that right? 

Mr. Srorsere. That is correct. 
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Mr. Bauman. And, as a matter of fact, up to the time you spoke 
to me you accepted it as a gift from him; isn’t that right ? 

Mr. Srorsere. I had told him whenever I had the money I would 
pay him for it, and I am sure if I had not wanted to pay for it he 
would have waited until I did—but my intention always was to pay 
for that. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know a man by the name of Albert Dicker’ 

Mr. Srorsere. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Bauman. What is his occupation ? 

Mr. Srorrerc. He is the owner of the Pennsylvania Linoleum Co. 

Mr. Bauman. And did Mr. Dicker make an installation of linoleun 
in your property ? 

Mr. Srorsera. He did. 

Mr. Bauman. Where was that? 

Mr. Srorsere. Edgewater Beach, Md. 

Mr. Bauman. And what was the nature of the installation? 

Mr. Srorserc. He put some Kentile on my floor. 

Mr. Bauman. When was that? 

Mr. Strorsere. 1948. 

Mr. Bauman. 1948? 

Mr. Srorsere. 1948. 

Mr. Bauman. As a matter of fact, Mr. Stofberg, you told me that 
you had some trouble with Mr. Dicker about the bill; is that right ! 

Mr. Srorsere. I did. 

Mr. Bauman. And it turned out that the trouble was Mr. Dicker 
did not want to send you any bill at all; isn’t that right? 

Mr. Srorserc. I didn’t say that. I said, Mr. Bauman, if you recall, 
that there was a discrepancy in the price and that I thought he was 
asking more than it should be and that I finally settled with him and 
I have since paid him. 

Mr. Bauman. You paid him—I want this record straight—my best 
recollection, Mr. Stofberg, and it is clear indeed, is that you told 
me you had trouble getting a bill from Mr. Dicker, and I believe 
Mr. Solomon was present in the room when you made that statement. 
Does that refresh your recollection ? 

Mr. Srorserc. I don’t deny it does refresh my recollection, but the 
truth of the matter is that Mr. Dicker, if I didn’t want to pay it, would 
probably cancel it off his books, but I didn’t want that, he would have 
accepted it as a gift or something of that nature, but I didn’t want it. 

Mr. Bauman. As a matter of fact, you didn’t pay Mr. Dicker unt 
after you saw me; isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. SrorserG. That is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. Did Mr. Dicker make any linoleum installations 11 
any District buildings, to your knowledge? 

Mr. Stornerc. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Bauman. Did his installations have to be approved anywhere’ 

Mr. Srorserc. Not that I know of. 

Mr. Bauman. I believe you told me of an occasion when you at 
tended the funeral of Major Barrett’s mother, did you not? 

Mr. Srorserc. I did visit at Major Barrett’s mother’s house; yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you notice any of the floral tributes particularly ‘ 

Mr. Srornerc. There were many, many floral tributes. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you notice one in particular and the source fron 
which it came ? 
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Mr. Srorserc. I did. 

Mr. BAUMAN. - you see the name on this particular floral tribute? 

Mr. Srorsera. I did. 

Mr. Bauman. Tell the committee what the name was. 

Mr. SrorserG. The name was Warring. 

Mr. Bauman. Did it have the full name on it? 

Mr. Srorsera. No; it did not—*W: arring Family,” I believe. 

Mr. Bauman. Warring Family? : 

Mr. Srorserc. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, do you remember sometime after the Davis 
Committee had heard about the Richitt incident, having a conversation 
with Mr. Maher ¢ 

Mr. Srorserc. Yes; I do. 

Mr. Bauman. And did that concern itself with certain statements 
that Mr. Barrett was supposed to be making ? 

Mr. Svornera. It did. 

Mr. BauMAN. And did Mr. Maher say something to you about the 
Richitt incident ? 

Mr. Srorpera. Yes, he did. 

Mr. Bauman. What did he say to you, without mentioning any 
particular incident involved ¢ 

Mr. Srorserc. There was at that time a little ill feeling between 
Mr. Maher and Major Barrett, and I was hearing both sides. from 
Major Barrett and then from Mr. Maher. 

Now, at that particular occasion Mr. Maher called on me and asked 
me for lunch with him, and when I met him he was quite disturbed 
about a reference that the major had made about a particular incident 
which I have told Mr. Bauman about, and his feelings were such that 
he said, to my best recollection, that “if he doesn’t keep his mouth shut 
[ will prove everything that Richitt alleged.” 

Mr. Bauman. And did you understand by that statement that he, 
Maher, was going to prove what Richitt h: ad alleged about the rela- 
tionship between Warring and Barrett ? 

Mr. SrorserG. I understood by that statement, Mr. Bauman, that 
Richitt had made some statement at a prior time that Warring had 
referred to Major Barrett as the “chief,” or the “boss.” and it was 
that that I thought Dan had in mind. 

Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions. 

Senator Hunt. I would like to ask the witness: What was your 
relationship with Major Barrett, was it friendly / 

Mr. Strorserc. Yes; I would say it was friendly, sir. 

Senator Hunt. You never had any major clisagreement you can 
think about? 

Mr. Srorrerc. If we had, it was of a personal nature. 

Senator Hunv. It was not a lasting disagreement that carried over 
any period aitieae, 

Mr. Srornerc. No, sir. 

Senator Hunt. Thank you. 

Senator Pasrorr. Whatever happened to the $500 bond? Did you 
give it back or keep it? 

Mr. Strorgera. No. I did not. Senator, I invested it along with $1,300 
in bonds in a restaurant up on Georgia Avenue, which I am sorry to 

say several weeks ago went into bankruptcy. 
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Senator Pasrore. Did you ever tell any of your superiors you | 
received this gift and decided to keep it? 

Mr. Srorserc. I don’t think I told Mr. Young about it. 

Senator Hunt. May I ask, how did you happen to leave your po- 
tion with Commissioner Young? 

Mr. Srorserc. My brothers are in the furniture and manufacturing 
business in Baltimore, and my older brother, Sam, who has the be«| 
ding company, became in ill health around about September or Oc- 
tober of 1950, with fainting spells, and he has a heart condition, : 
the family at that time decided that I was to leave the Conumissioner’ rs 
office and another brother of mine, Michael, who was with the Hee! 
Bros., was to leave Hecht, and we have since left both jobs and I did 
tell the Commissioner sometime ago, before I left, that 1 contemplated 
leaving. 

Senator Hunr. There was no break in the friendly relationships 
with the Commissioner before you left? 

Mr. Srorzera. One of the proudest things I have, sir, is a ver 
lovely letter from Mr. Young, which he penned with his own han 
on the Monday that I left, and he told me how much he missed me. I 
received a letter from the Commissioner and his relations have always 
been very nice, he treated me very wonderfully while I was there. 

Senator Hunt. Mr. Chairman and members of this committee, | 
want to express my thanks to the witness for being open and above 
board and attempting apparently to hide nothing whatsoever and 
giving us the full benefit of the happenings while he was in the Com 
missioner’s office. 

Mr. Srorsere. Thank you. 


The Cuarrman. The subcommittee is adjourned until tomorroy 
morning at 10 o'clock. 

(W hereupon, at 4: i p- m., the subcommittee recessed to reconvene 
at 10 a. m., Tuesday, January 22, 1952.) 
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INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


TUESDAY, JANUARY 22, 1952 


UN rep STarEs SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE 
ON THE District or COLUMBIA, 
INVESTIGATING CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee reconvened, at 10 a. m. (pursuant to S. Res. 136, 
agreed to September 13, 1951, 1st sess., 82d Cong.), in room 457, Sen- 
ate Office Building, Senator Matthew M. Neely (chairman) presiding. 

Present: Senators Neely, Hunt, Pastore, and Welker. 

Also present: Arnold Bauman, chief counsel to the subcommittee ; 
Harold Solomon, associate counsel; and Robert H. Mollohan, chief 
clerk to the full committee. 

The CuarrMaAn. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. Maner. Mr. Chairman, may I ask leave to address the com- 
mittee to make a request ? 

The Cuairman. Without objection it is so ordered. 

Mr. Maner. In the course of the testimony yesterday——— 

The CuHatrMAN. Please state your name. 

nme Maner. My name is Daniel B. Maher. I am an attorney. 

In the course of the testimony yesterday of Mr. Stofberg, 1 under- 
stand—and I haven’t read the record in the matter—that he adverted 
toa certain matter which had been the subject of investigation by me 
while 1 was then Special Assistant Corporation Counsel, in the course 
of which it is claimed that I said to Mr. Stofbe re that I could prove 
every allegation that Captain Richitt had made. 

Now the clear purport of that testimony is this: That I as a hearing 
officer had made a finding of facts in a matter when the evidence 
showed, or I had reason to believe that the evidence showed a con- 
trary finding should have been made. 

Now if I may, Your Honor, I should like to invite interrogation on 
behalf of Mr. Bauman or on the part of Mr. Bauman with respect to 
my findings in the Richitt-Barrett matter, and also with respect to 
any conversation that I had with Mr. Stofberg. Do 1 understand I 
have leave, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Carman. Yes; you have. 

Mr. Mauer. May I say this, Mr. Chairman, if I may—— 

The Cx: AIRMAN, ‘Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are 
about to give shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help } you God? 

Mr. Mauer. That is correct. 
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TESTIMONY OF DANIEL B. MAHER, ATTORNEY, WASHINGTON, D. ¢. 


Mr. Mauer. May I briefly state to the committee the backgrown( 
of the Richitt-Barrett matter. Now this matter embraces some 5\)\) 
pages of testimony both before the Davis committee and interroga 
tions had by me, conducted by me. 

Of necessity I cannot remember all the details or dates or other 
matters in connection therewith, but I will give the matter in capsule 
form to the best of my recollection and as to all answers which I 1: \V 
give, because of the very nature and magnitude of the job which | 
undertook, I ask that any answer that I give to be deemed to have 
been given with respect to or according to my best knowledge an 
information. 

Now, briefly, the background of the Richitt matter is this. In Jai 
uary of 1950 Major Barrett had some diflic ulty with Captain Richitt, 
not personally but because of reports made by superior officers of 
Captain Richitt to Major Barrett having relation to unsatisfactory 
conditions in No. 3 precinct. Major Barrett called Richitt in, talked 
with him. They shook hands, and Major Barrett told Richitt to for- 
get about a resignation that he had submitted to Inspector Lutz. 

Thereafter and in about January, the latter part of January of 1950 
certain information was relayed to the House District Committee, 
known as the Davis subcommittee, to the effect that information had 
been imparted to gamblers, specifically one Emmitt Warring, that 
the committee was interested in the lack of arrests in No. 3 and No. 7 
precincts. Major Barrett called upon Captain Richitt for a report 
as to the lack of gambling activity in No. 3. That report was not 
forthcoming on February 12 or thereabouts. 

Thereafter Major Barrett talked with Commissioner Young in my 
presence, stated the complaints that he had received from other of 
cers, other than Major Barrett, with respect to Captain Richitt’s con- 
duct, and asked that he be transferred to the thirteenth precinct. 
ona was done. 

Captain Richitt thereupon held a press conference in which he re- 
pe to the public press statements that he had made some months 
vefore, before the Davis committee, to the effect that Emmitt Warring 
had referred to Major Barrett as the boss, and Emmett Warring had 
told him while attempting to bribe him at the same time that the House 
District Committee was interested in the lack of arrests in Nos. } 
and 7. 

The Davis committee held extensive hearings. 
mony was consumed with this specific matter. 

On or about March 7 of that same year Major Barrett was given 
information by Lieutenant Heflin of No. 3 to the effect that the books 
of No. 3 prec inct had been tampered with to support the testimony 
of Captain Richitt that he was at Eighteenth and L Street, when 
fact it appeared that he was at some other place. 

Now, the testimony as to the change in the records of No. 3 precinct 
was important in that it was the very keystone upon which ¢ Captain 
Richitt’s testimony was founded. Major Barrett and I went to Con: 
gressman Davis, head of the House subcommittee, and reported sucl 
finding to Chairman Davis. Thereafter the book was placed in th 
hands of one Charles Appel, retired handwriting expert of the Fed 
eral Bureau of Investigation. 


Two days of testi- 





QAD opr ann raw Pnrarocrarensn ry nreretoe™m ar CATT ArDrTA 


CRIM 


His exa 
and erasw 
true, then 
several bl 
certain in 
phone ¢ call 

Major | 
tinue the 
gressm: in 
mined thi 
it was an 
should be 

Therea 
bottom o! 
virtually 
the prese} 
was trans 

In the 
1 found n 
every tim 

The Ci 

Mr. M 
Each tim 
before In 
the matte 
he left m 

1 was | 
cation as 
to him ir 
dential b 

L foun 
after Lh: 
rogated 
reached ' 
and ] in 
in this m 

| went 
Young t! 
an invest 
inquiry | 
Young si 

On M: 
berg in v 

The C 
Commis: 

Mr. M 
to the tu 

I rece’ 

said, “T 

wound u 

ought to 

Now t 
directly 
were the 


KOOKS 


mony 


CRIME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 341 


His examination disclosed that the books had been tampered with, 
and erasures had been made, and if the original entr y in the book was 
true, then it would have placed Captain Richitt at a distance of some 
several blocks from the place he said he was at the time he received 
certain information from one of his oflicers with respect to a tele- 
phone call from M: ajor Barrett. 

Major Barrett urged in my presence the Davis committee to con- 
tinue the investigation to see what was behind the tampering. Con- 
gressman Davis convened the House subcommittee and they deter- 
mined this: that if there was any tampering of the books at No. 3, 
it was an administrative matter within the Police Department, and 
should be handled on that level. 

Thereafter I was directed by Commissioner Young to get to the 
bottom of the book tamper ing, as the result of which I interviewed 
virtually every officer of No. 3 precinct. They were inter are in 
the presence of Inspector Lutz. All of the testimony given by them 
was transcribed. 

In the course of that investigation and over a period of 3 weeks, 
1 found myself in the position of having the rug pulled from under me 
every time I tried to make a move. 

The Cuarrman. Who pulled it from under you ? 

Mr. Mauer. That I shall explain in a moment, Mr. Chairman. 
Each time that I called Captain Richitt to the office for interrogation 
before Inspector Lutz, I learned that Mr. Stofberg saw fit to discuss 
the matter with Captain Richitt before he came to see me and after 
he left me. 

| was briefing Commissioner Young on the progress of the investi- 
gation as it went along. I assumed that the matters which I imparted 
to him in the presence of Mr. Stofberg would be handle d on a confi- 
dential basis, as all investigations should be. 

| found that to be not the case, because within a hadf hour or an hour 
after I had left the Commissioner’s office, 1 was frequently being inter- 
rogated by the press on the very matters which I had discussed. It 
reached a point where I confronted Mr. Stofberg on two occasions, 
and I in effect told him this. I said, “I don’t want you interfering 
in this matter, and I am going to so state to the Commissioner.” 

[ went to Commissioner Young. I complained to Commissioner 
Young that it was definitely futile on my part to attempt to conduet 
an investigation when the persons who were the subject matter of the 
inquiry knew every move that 1 was going to make. Comunissioner 
Toung said, “Well, hereafter report directly to me.” 

1 March 23 of that year I received a te ‘lephone call from Mr. Stof- 
bere | in which 

The CHarrman. How long was that after your conversation with 
Commissioner Young 4 

Mr. Marner. I think this March 23 incident occurred some days prior 
to the time when I had the conversation with Commission Young. 

I received a call from Mr. Stofberg in which he told me this. He 
said, “This matter is very unimportant. The Commissioner wants it 
wound up today,”—I have notes on it here—“and Barrett and Richitt 
ought to shake hands and forget all about it.’ 

Now that was entirely contrary to any instructions I had received 
directly from Commissioner Young. I asked if Commissioner Young 
were there. I was at police he: i\dquarters at the time, and he said “No.” 
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1 saw Commissioner Young the next day. I told him what Mr. Stof- 
berg had told me, and Mr. Young told me this. This was on March 29, 

The CHarrman. What year? 

Mr. Mauer. Of 1950. Mr. Stofberg had, as I said, told me that the 
Commissioner was not interested in substances in this matter, and it 
ought to be wound up. 

Commissioner Young told me this: that I should evaluate this mat. 
ter exactly as I saw it; that there would be no interference from any 
source, and that there had been no prejudgment of the matter by hin, 
and I could call the matter the way I saw it. I proceeded to do that, 
gentlemen, and 

The Cuarrman. Did you inform Commissioner Young about Siof- 
berg’s interference? 

Mr. Mauer. Did I explain what ? 

The Cuarrman. Did you tell Commissioner Young that Stofberg 
was interfering in the matter ¢ 

Mr. Maver. Yes, sir; I did, and he told me to report directly to 
him. 

Now I had about completed my preliminary investigation of this 
matter on or about April 3. I had lunch with Mr. Stofberg on that 
day, and I told him then that it was my purpose, having complet ted 
that phase of the inquiry, to recommend to Commissioner Young that 
certain charges be made against Captain Richitt and other members 
of the police ¢ department. 

I returned to the District Building, and I hadn’t returned there 
very long when I got a call from Commissioner Young, and he state a 
to - to ‘simply send the report up and to make my recommendation 
ora 

Now that phase of the report had to do with Captain Richitt’s actions 
in No. 3 and other matters relating to other personnel in No. 3 pre- 
cinct, but excluded two charges made by Captain Richitt before the 
Davis committee. Those charges were directed against Major Barret 
and also against one Inspector Jeffries. 

No findings were made by me in that respect for the reason that I felt 
that the matter was then pending before the House committee, and 
that the District Commissioners should not arrogate to themselves the 
matter of adjudicating something upon which a House committee 
might make some findings. 

Meanwhile other matters had been developed, none of which I was 
able to prove prior to the time when I left the District Government 
on June 15. I made a supplemental report on May 24 dealing with 
the Barrett-Richitt—the accusation of Captain Richitt against Buar- 
rett, and the accusation of Captain Richitt against Inspector Jeffries. 

At or about that time that report was made to the Board of Com- 
missioners. The Board of Commissioners referred the matter to 
Major Barrett. Major Barrett talked with me and said he under- 
stood that the Board of Commissioners was going to send the while 
controversy down to him. 

I said to Major Barrett, “That is wrong” and he so stated to me. | 
said, “It places you in the position of judging yourself, because you 
are a party | in interest to this matter and the accusation was made 
against you.” 

I said, “If you determine to take disciplinary action, it will be inter- 
preted as vengeance on your part, and if you do not take disciplinary 
action, it will be interpreted as fear upon your part.” 
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I so stated that to either Commissioner Young or the Board of Com- 
missioners sitting as a board. Nonetheless they chose not to follow 
my advice in the matter, and they sent the matter down to Major 
Barrett. 

The Cuarrman. On what date? 

Mr. Mauer. It was the last week in May. I can give you the exact 
date, sir. 

The Cuarrman. May 1950? 

Mr. Maner. 1950. June 1, 1950. 

Meantime in that report they had stated that they were putting me 
available to assist Major Barrett in any way possible. Meantime I 
learned from sources that I considered accurate that the matter of 
referring the matter to the Police Department was coupled with an 
admonition that the entire matter be washed out. Major Barrett, 
on the—— 

The CuHarrman. Who made that recommendation ? 

Mr. Maner. I beg your pardon ¢ 

The Cuamman. Who made the recommendation that the whole 
matter be, as you say, wiped out ? 

Mr. Maner. Sir, I did not hear it. I would suggest that perhafss 
the more direct testimony should come from the parties principally 
involved, namely the administrative head of the Police Department 
and the Board of Commissioners. 

The Cuarmman. I understood you to say that it was reported that 
somebody had recommended the whole matter be wiped out. 

Mr. Mauer. That is correct. That was the information that I 
received, 

The CuatrMan. Did you have any idea who had made the recom- 
mendation ? 

Mr. Maner. You are asking me if I have an idea or if I know asa 
fact ? 

The CuHairMan. I am asking you first if you know. 

Mr. Mauer. I do not know, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Do you know the source from which you received 
your information ? 

Mr. Maner. Yes, sir; I do. 

The CHatrmMan. Would you name that source. 

Mr. Maner. If I am not mistaken, I received the information from 
Major Barrett on a Monday. 

The Cuarrman. Did he indicate at that time who had made such 
a recommendation ? 

Mr. Maner. Yes, sir; he did. 

The Caarrman. Who did he say had made it ? 

Mr. Maner. He stated that Commissioner Young had told him. 

The Cuatrman. Now we are getting some place. We are finding 
out who was responsible. Who were the Commissioners at that time 

in addition to Mr. John Russell Young? 

Mr. Manger. Guy Mason, Brig. Gen. Gordon Young. 

Major Barrett said that he was going to convene a board of inspec- 
tors to determine this matter. When I learned what was contem- 
plated, I called Major Barrett on the morning of the meeting. I also 
called Mr. Stofberg on the morning of the meeting, and I stated to 
them this: That I was fully aware of the contemplated action in the 
Richitt matter; that I was unwiliing to lend my name and presence 
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to a matter which had already been determined, predetermined, and 
that so far as I was personally concerned, what happened to Captain 
Richitt or Barrett in this matter was a matter of complete indifference 
to me. 

Now that was the last of my official contact with the Richitt matter. 

The Cuatrman. Did you make that statement to the Commissioners 
sitting as a board, or to Mr. Young personally 

Mr. Mauer. I made the statement to Mr. Stofber g for transmission 
to Mr. Young. 

The Cuarrman. Did you ever ascertain whether Mr. Stofberg com- 
municated the information to Mr. John Russell Young? 

Mr. Mauer. Yes, sir; he so stated to me. 

The Cuatrman. Did you ever ascertain whether Stofberg had passed 
on the information you gave him about the case to Commissioner 
John Russell Young? 

Mr. Maner. To the best of my recollection, Mr. Chairman, I believe 
that that information was passed on. I believe Mr. Stofberg told 
me that. 

The CuatrMan. But Commissioner Young stood on his decision to 
1& Major Barrett dispose of the matter in which you have said yo 
decided that he would be trying himself ? 

Mr. Maner. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. If he did anything about it, it would be an indica- 
tion that he was seeking revenge / 

Mr. Maner. That is correct. 

The Cnarrman. And if he did nothing, he would be criticized fo 
his failure to act ? 

Mr. Maner. That is correct, but now may I state this, Mr. Chair 
man, so that you can understand the dilemma that I was also in. 

No. 1, I had Major Barrett telling me that the Commissione: 
wanted the matter washed out, and I had from the Commissioner o1 
two or three occasions statements to the effect, “You call this thing 
right down the middle.” 

Now I might say that I thought that Major Barrett was not bei 
completely candid with me. I may say this also: that I felt that t! 
ending of this particular feud to me indicated that perhaps M: ms 
Barrett had a pistol at Richitt’s head and Richitt had a pistol at 
Major Barrett’s head and said, “You shoot first.”” Who shoots first. 
that was the impression. 

May I say this, gentlemen: that in the light of what I now know. 
I completely misjudged Major Barrett in that regard, and 1] also 
assert this to the committee: that the bewilderment with which I was 
stricken at the final winding up of the Richitt-Barrett feud was prob- 
ably shared by a large measure of the community. 

Now I would suggest this to you gentlemen. If you wish to know 
what actually happened in the matter, it would be necessary for the 
committee to talk with either Major Barrett or Commissioner Young. 
Now let me come to Mr. Stofberg. 

The Crnareman. You say that you have completely changed you! 
mind about your former decision which was manifestly critical of 
Major Barrett ? 

Mr. Maner. Yes, sir; that is right. 

The Carrman. Mr. Maher, you sat through Major Barrett’s exam- 
ination by this committee as one of his attorneys. Does the fact that 
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you have been employed to defend the major in this investigation 
have anything to do with your change of heart / 

Mr. Mauer. No, sir; none whatsoever, and I think if you call Major 
Barrett and the interested parties, you will understand completely 
why this matter was handled the way it was. 

Senator Pastore. Well, could you explain why you changed your 
mind ¢ 

Mr. Mauer. Because of information which was imparted to me 
under circumstances of the highest privilege, Mr. Pastore. 

Senator Pasrore. Is that as far as you can go? 

Mr. Maner. That is as far as I can goat this time. 

Senator Hunt. Would you explain for the benefit of a layman of 
the committee what you mean by the highest privilege ? 

Mr. Maner. Attorney and client, sir. 

Senator Hunr. It is a rather fortunate relationship at an oppor- 
tune time. 

Mr. Maner. Well, I don’t know that that is so, sir. As a matter 
of fact, 1 cannot waive the privilege. It may very well be that the 
persons Who imparted that information may waive that privilege, and 
[am inclined to think that they will. 

Senator Weiker. Do you want to tell us who the people are that 
could waive the privilege ¢ 

Mr. Mauer. Mr. Welker, I am a little bit puzzled at that for this 
reason—— 

Senator WeLker. Well, you made the statement “my clients might 
do it,” and then you leave us on a limb. 

Mr. Maner. I will state this: that the only persons whom it is con- 
templated at this time that I will represent or have represented before 
this committee are Major Barrett and Commissioner Young. Now 
may I go on to Stofberg ¢ 

The Cuamman. Commissioner Young has not been before this 
committee. Therefore, you have not been representing the Commis- 
sioner here ? 

Mr. Maner. Well, it is not necessary, Mr. Chairman, I don’t believe 
that before a privilege arises that there has to be any actual litigation 
or any matter at issue before any tribunal. 

The Cuamman,. Mr. Attorney, why did you anticipate that Com- 
missioner Young was involved in this investigation? Our investiga- 
tor tells me that Commissioner Young has not been subpenaed and 
that it has not been indicated that he will be. 

Mr. Mauer, I believe the investigator will state to you, Mr. Chair- 
man, that Mr. Bauman has already interviewed Commissioner Young 
with respect to certain matters. 

The Cuairman. Has done what? 

Mr. Maner. Already interviewed Commissioner Young with re- 
spect to certain matters. 

te, Bauman. That is correct, and I want the record at this point 

) indicate that shortly after I got down here in October, and perhaps 
“14 months before I ever interviewed Commissioner Young, Mr. Maher 
mad me then that he would represent Mr. Young should that be- 
tome necessary. 

Mr. Mauer. That is right. That is true. 

The CHairman. Do you know when Stofberg finally severed his 
connection with Commissioner Y oung ¢ 
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Mr. Mauer. I believe it was approximately a year ago, approxi- 

mately a year ago, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. In the year nineteen hundred fifty-one? 

Mr. Maner. 1951, yes sir. 

The Cuarrman. The conversation that you had were on the 29th 
of March and on the 3d of April, 1950; and you then informed Com 
missioner John Russell Young, in effect, that you felt that Stofberg 
was double-crossing him or Barrett, did you not ¢ 

Mr. Mauer. No, I didn’t say that. I said in effect that the inqui ry 
which I was attempting to conduct was being stymied by what I con. 
sidered to be interference toward me by Mr. Stofberg, not toward 
Commissioner Young. 

The CuamrMan. Would not that, in eeffct, have been a double-cross 
by Mr. Stofberg of Commissioner Young, the man who had employed 
you to make the i investigation ? Stofber g was employed as Commis 
sioner Young’s assistant. But he tried to make a failure of what his 
chief had told you todo. Don’t you think that was a double cross / 

Mr. Maner. Well, that is a matter of opinion, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. I am asking you what you think about it. 

Mr. Mauer. I don’t know whether it was a double cross or not. 
don’t know what motive impelled Mr. Stofberg to act as he did. 

The Cuatrman. If a Senator, for instance, in his secretary’s pres 
ence, directed someone to do a certain thing that he wanted done, an 
the secretary would disloyally countermand her employer’s Tecetive 
or order, do you not think that that would be a double-cross? 

Mr. Mauer. I don’t know. I don’t know what the circumstances 
are. 

The Cuarman. I stated the circumstances. 

Mr. Maner. I don’t know. Now may I continue? 

The Cuarrman. If you cannot answer as simple a question as that, 
I shall not be greatly interested or impressed by what you may <a) 
about other matters. 

Mr. Mauer. That is perfectly all right with me. 

The CHarmman. You are representing Mr. Young now and were 
working under him at the time you had your conversations with him 
on the 29th of March and the 3d of April, and you made it plain to him 
on one of those occasions that Stofberg was interferi ing with your in- 

vestigation ? 

Mr. Maner. That is correct, sir. 

The CHamrman. And Mr. Young at that time you thought was in 
good faith in wanting to make this impartial investigation of the 
whole Richitt matter? 

Mr. Maner. I did so believe, sir. 

The CuarrMan. You had full faith in Commissioner Young at that 
time, of course ? 

Mr. Mauer. I did, and I still do. 

The Cuatrman. You know that Commissioner Young, in Ww sey vou 
have this great confidence, continued to keep in his service for about 
a year the very man about whom you complained for Sieeckagine ind 
trying to make the Commissioner’s order to you null and void? 

Mr. Maner. I so understand, sir. 

The Cuamman. You think that everything that was done about 
this matter by Commissioner Young was adequate and proper ? 
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Mr. Mauer. May I say this, Mr. Chairman, in response to your ques- 
tion. I am satisfied that Commissioner Young is a person of the high- 
est personal and public integrity. I have always thought that and 
I think it now. 

The Cuamman. You are entitled to that opinion. But you do know 
that this man Stofberg was kept on the payroll by Young for a year 
after you had, in effect, told him that Stofberg was trying to prevent 
the investigation Young had asked you to make # 

Mr. Mauer. That is correct. 

The CuarrmMan. That is all. 

Mr. Mauer. I would still like to state the nature of the conversation 
[had with Mr. Stofberg, if 1 may, which was the subject matter of 
his testimony. 

The CHairman. Proceed. 

Mr. Mauer. I did not see Mr. Stofberg, I don’t believe, but on two 
or three occasions after June of 1950. Along about February or March 
of 1951 I read in the newspapers that Mr. Stofberg was leaving the 
District employment. 

Now I had known Mr. Stofberg for about 15 years. I had been 
a coworker with him at the Washington Post years ago. We had had 
differences over the Richitt matter. I called Mr. Stofberg and | 
asked him to have lunch with us, with me. 

The CaairMan, That was on the 3d of April 1950? 

Mr. Mauer. No, that was on about February or March of 1951. I 

had lunch with Mr. Stofberg, and the greater part of the conversation 
was devoted to his plan for the—— 

The CuHarrman. For what ? 

Mr. Mauer. His plans for the future, and a general discussion of the 
problems that we had mutually faced in the District of Columbia 
government. 

I told Mr. Stofberg that is was a matter of regret to me that we had 
dt ferences in connection with the problems that we were confronted 

rith; that so far as I was personally concerned, that I had no rancor 
or animosity toward him in any way, shape, or form, and that I 
wished him well in his new position. 

In the course of the conversation, we naturally adverted to the 
Richitt ease which had been the subject matter of our differences, and I 
said this to Mr, Stofberg. 

I said: “Charlie, in any report that I made to the Commissioners, 
ene Young never once told me to shade it one way or the 

her,” and I said, “When I made the Richitt report, the Richitt report 
Itse If is susceptible of judicial proof.” 

Now whether Mr. Stofberg anes my statement to mean that 
the Richitt report was the report made by Captain Richitt to the Davis 
committee or whether he interpreted it to mean, or not mean the report 
ihat I had given to Commissioner Young | don’t know, but seemingly 
he put that; interpretation upon it. 

Now may I say this: That the Richitt-Barrett matter was examined 
for 2 days before a House subcommittee. It had prior to that time 
a examined in executive session by the Davis subcommittee, and 

ter I left the District Building it was again examined by the House 
ae is committee, and every single fact in connection with the Richitt 
matter was under oath before the Davis committee. 
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Every question that I had in connection with any of the interview. Senato: 
ing of any of the witnesses was stated in the presence of Inspec tor ts out col 
Lutz. The record is there and I challenge anyone to make any other Mr. M 
determination on that record other than the determination that [ ad 
nouncemé 

made. _ Senato 
The Cuairman. Mr. Maher, the fact is that as late as April 3, 1950, sie Ss tay 
you did feel that Major Barrett was not free from blame, and the Mr. M. 
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with you, and you were advising Barrett that he should not pass on 
it and that Young should not submit it to Barrett for his decision, 
you did not think that Barrett was blameless, did you ¢ 

Mr. Marner. That is an awfully hard question to answer, Mr, 
Chairman. 
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been elicited before the House committee or before me which would Mr. B 
in any way tend to prove the accusation of Captain Richitt. Mr. M 
Now, when you say free from blame, I don’t know what you mean. Mr. B. 
If you are adverting to my state of mind as to June of 1950, then | Mr. M 
say at that time I felt that Major Barrett was not exercising his char- = 2 
acteristic vigor in enforcing discipline in the Department. eitieee? 
The CHarrman. In June "19: 1) you did not think that Barrett was because 
free of blame? if 1 may 
Mr. Maner. That’s right. Senate 
The Cuatrman. You now think he is? cuer. .1 
Mr. Mauer. Yes, I do. Maher? 
The CuarrMan. At the time you did think that, you were an em- : Mr. M 
ployee of the city. Now you are Major Barrett’s counsel in this jon. 
care. Bg a witnes 
Mr. Maner. That is right. itera 


The Cuarrman. That is all. 

Mr. Maner. Mr. Chairman, may I also ask this: That in the cours 
of this inquiry Mr. Bauman has seen fit to disclose to the public press 
the fact that my financial records were being e ‘xamined. 

Mr. Bauman. Just 1 minute, Mr. Maher. You are about to make 
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serious misstatement of fact, and I want to put in the record that I Mr. 
have never divulged to the public press that your financial records iad 
have been subpenaed, and if the press by its own enterprise and initia yi 
tive has found that out, I want you to know and I want the com Mr. XN 
tee to know that I have never publicly or privately on the record or The € 
off the record indicated that I have subpenaed your financial records. Homie 

Mr. Maner. Well, if that is so, then, Mr. Chairman, I witha: Mr. E 
the statement, but I say this: that if this committee desires to exan The ( 
me with respect to any matter involving my financial structure ov Call t 
the past 4 or 5 years, I have here all of my records, and I invite | Mr. I 
most searching interrogation. put inte 

Senator WeiKer. Mr. Counsel, counsel now appearing as a wit! t witne: 
I take it from your statement that you have read in the metropo appear 
press that your financial status would be aired before this committe the requ 

Mr. Maner. Yes, sir. aa 
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Senator Weriker. And that statement was attributed by the press 
to our counsel ? 

Mr. Mauer. It was stated, as I recall it, either by way of an an- 
nouncement or under a qualification, that t was learned. 

Senator Wetker. And what you are inviting the committee to do 
now is to go through your finane ‘ial matters ? 

Mr. Maner. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. And you want to take away any inference that 
might be gained from that press release ? 

Mr. Maner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Sir, I would like to set the record straight. There 
has never been, Senator Welker, any press release to that effect. 

Senator Wetker. I think you have made that clear with respect to 
what you have said. I don’t believe anybody thinks you gave any 
press release. Now, the witness has merely asked us to go into the 
matter if we want to. 

Mr. Maner. Very well; and I take it the committee at this time 
does not desire to interrogate me with respect to that matter; is that 
correct ? 

Mr. Bauman. With respect to what matter, Mr. Maher? 

Mr. Maner. Any financial matters? 

Mr. Bauman. Not at this time. 

Mr. Maner. Very well. 

Mr. Bauman. And I do not, Mr. Chairman, wish to question the 
witness with regard to the testimony he has just given at this —_ 
because it is new to me and I would like an opportunity to study i 
if I may. 

Senator Pastore. I think at this point the record ought to be made 
clear. Were you not subpenaed to come here this morning, Mr. 
Maher? 

Mr. Maner. Mr. Senator, I was subpenaed to appear here on Mon- 
day. Mr. Bauman advised me last night that he would not call me as 
a witness in this set of hearings. 

However, in the light of Mr. Stofberg’s testimony, I asked Mr. 
Bauman this morning, or told Mr. Bauman this morning that I would 
like to appear before the committee to state the factual matters be- 
hind the Richitt matter as well as I could. 

Senator Pastore. Therefore, it is fair for me to assume that you 
are here this morning at your own request ? 

Mr. Maner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Pastore. And that request was complied with by Mr. 
Bauman ? 

Mr. Mauer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Bauman, do you wish to ask any other ques- 
tions—anything further ? 

Mr. Bauman. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Maher, please stand aside. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Bauman. Sir, before calling the next witness, I think I should 
put into the record the fact that on January 18, 1952, Abe Plisco, 
: witness who had previously been subpenaed to appear and failed to 

ippear for medical reasons, was examined by Dr. Ronald A. Cox at 
the request of this committee. Dr. Cox is the head of the department 
94273—52—pt. 1——23 


. 
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of ophthalmology at George Washington University. Dr. Cox is of 
the opinion that the witness’ eye was too highly inflamed for him to 
appear for examination before this committee at this time without 
endangering the eye. 

Accordingly, I should like the chairman to direct that the witness 
remain under subpena until such future time as he may be notified to 
appear. I should like to insert into the record the written report of 
Dr. Cox. 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection, the report will be made a part 
of the record. 

(The report of Dr. Cox is identified as exhibit No. 15 and reads 
follows: ) 


WasHIneTon, D. C., January 18, 1952 
SENATE CRIME INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE, 
Washington, D. C. 
GENTLEMEN: I made an ocular examination of Abe Plisco of 822 Thirteenth 
Street NW., at 3 p. m. today. Mr. Plisco is a patient in the Episcopal Hospital. 


History 


Mr. Plisco was admitted to the Episcopal Hospital January 7, 1952, and had 
an intracapsular cataract extraction performed on his right eye the following 
day, January 8, 1952, He was confined to bed until January 14, 1952, on which 
day he was allowed to sit up in a chair. Since January 16, 1952, he has been 
allowed to walk in the corridors. 


EXAMINATION 


When I called at the hospital the patient was talking to a visitor who gra- 
ciously enough left when he was told that I had arrived for the examination. I 
entered a completely darkened room and had difficulty getting to the venetian 
blinds to let light in the room. The patient was in bed with the right eye 
patched, and he consented to the examination but not enthusiastically. The 
patch was removed from the right eye, and it was examined as carefully and 
as minutely as was possible. I make this statement because the patient’s coop- 
eration was very poor. He insisted upon rolling his eyes up under his lids and 
constantly complained that I was pressing too hard on his eyelids. The right 
(operated) eye was subacutely injected and there was much muco-pus in the 
inferior fornix. Both the conjunctival and the corneal sutures were stil! in 
position but it appeared that the conjunctival flap had separated superiorly, ied 
the sclera could be seen between the separated wound. The muco-purulent (is- 
charge is due either to the irritation of the sutures on the palpebral surface of 
the eyelids or is the result of a saphrophytie conjunctival infection. There 
remained a central striate keratitis. It is my opinion, therefore, that the eye 
is too highly inflamed for the patient to appear for examination before your 
committee without endangering the eye or without general discomfort to tle 
patient. 

I will be glad to examine the eye at a later date if the committee so wishes 

Truly yours, 
Ronawtp A. Cox, M. D 

Mr. Bauman. Also, I have a letter from Dr. Clayton B. Ethridge 
of 915 Nineteenth Street NW., who, it is my understanding, is a 
senior cardiologist at George Washington Hospital. 

He examined one Sam Beard at his residenc ‘e, 7400 Alaska Avenue, 
Washington, D. C., on Saturday, January 19, 1952. Dr. Ethridge is 
of the opinion that ‘Mr. Beard is— 
sufficiently seriously ill at this time that he should be confined to his home or 
preferably in a hospital; that his physical condition would be further and seri 
ously jeo ardized by appearing before your committee at this time; that from 
present indications it may be several weeks, or indeed perhaps several montlis 


before, assuming favorable developments, his physical condition would wa! 
rant his apnearance hefore vanr committee. 
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That letter is signed by Dr. Ethridge. I will now ask that the 
witness be continued under subpena subject to the further orders of 
this committee, and ask the permission of the committee to put this 
jetter into the record. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

(The letter above referred to is identified as exhibit No. 16, and 
reads as follows :) 


WASHINGTON. D. C., January 21, 1992. 
The Honorable MATTHEW M. NEELY, 
Senate District Crime Committee, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear SENATOR NEELY: At the request of the Senate District Crime Committee, 
as conveyed to me by telephone by Mrs. Mack, I examined Mr. Sam Beard at his 
residence, 7400 Alaska Avenue NW., Washington, D. C., on Saturday, January 
19, 1952, at 2 p.m. My examination included a detailed history, a physical ex- 
amination, and an electrocardiogram in order to fully satisfy myself concern- 
ing his present physical condition. 

On the basis of this examination, it is my conclusion that Mr. Sam Beard 
has hypertensive-arteriosclerotic heart disease of serious character, manifested 
by severe congestive heart failure (with the possibility of a recent acute “cor- 
onary thrombosis,” to determine which additional studies would be needed), 
It is my further opinion that he is sufficiently seriously ill at this time that he 
should be confined to his home or preferably in a hospital; that his physical 
condition would be further and seriously jeopardized by appearing before your 
committee at this time; that from present indications it may he several weeks 
or indeed perhaps several months before, assuming favorable developments, his 
physical condition would warrant his appearance before your committee. 

Very truly yours, 
CLAYTON B. Eruripngse, M. VD. 

Senator Wreriker. Are these doctors that have communicated with 
us this morning, were they hired by this subcommittee ‘ 

Mr. Bauman. These were doctors that were hired by the subeom- 
mittee, Senator. They were selected because of their outstanding 
reputations in the medical profession in this community, and he- 

cause of their positions on the staff of the hospital to which they are 
attached. Their qualifications, to my understanding, are beyond 
question. 

The CHarrMan. Are all who have been subpenaed sick ? 

Mr. Bauman. No, sir. 

The Cuamman. Have you an able-bodied witness present ? 

Mr. Bauman. I believe Mr. Murray Olf is here today, and I should 
like to call him next. 

lhe Cuamman. Hold up your right hand. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give 
shall be the truth, ‘the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so he ‘Ip 
you God ? 

Mr. Our. I do, 

Senator Wetker. May we have the appearance of counsel / 

Mr. Comins. May it please the committee, my name is William H. 
Collins. I appear as counsel for the witness who is now before the 
committee, 

Might I make a preliminary statement before the witness is inter- 
rogated ? 

Mr, Chairman, I would like to invite the committee’s attention to 
the fact, which I believe is perhaps known by counsel for the com- 
mittee, that this particular witness some short time ago was indicted 
in the District of Columbia for charges allegedly for violating the 
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gambling laws of the District of Columbia and for conspiracy io 
violate the gambling laws. 

Preliminary to the prospective trial, motions were filed testing the 
question of the legality of the search and seizure made coincident 
with his arrest. Those motions were sustained, and as a result the 
case was dismissed without prejudice. 

Also, I would like to invite the committee’s attention to the fact 
that also in recent times on several occasions the witness has been 
interviewed by the Internal Revenue Bureau touching the aspects of 
income tax. That is all I care to make as a statement at this time. 


TESTIMONY OF MURRAY OLF, WASHINGTON, D. C., ACCOMPANIED 
BY WILLIAM H. COLLINS, COUNSEL 


Mr. Bauman. Mr. Olf, have you produced the books and records 
required by the subpena duces tecum served on you last. week? 

Mr. Orr. I have. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you hand them up, please. 

Mr. Oxr. I decline to do that, Mr. Bauman. 

Mr. Bauman. On what ground? 

Mr. Oxr, On the grounds that it might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Pastore. May we know, Mr. Counsel, what records these 
are ¢ 

Mr. Coruins. I have a copy of the subpena. 

Mr. Bauman. The records subpenaed, Senator, were the following: 
All books and records, including cash receipts, cash disbursements, 
canceled checks and bank statements, check stub books, general ledger, 
purchase books, general journals, petty cash books and vouchers, 
payroll records, accounts receivable ledgers, accounts payable ledgers, 
purchase invoices, payroll tax returns, rental agreement, wire service 
agreements, a list of subscribers and customers for the period Jan- 
uary 1, 1946, to date. 

Now, do I understand the declination to go to every item on that 
subpena, Mr. Olf? 

Mr. Otr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. Counsel, may I ask the counsel a preliminary 
question ? 

Mr. Coturns. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weikxer. Did I understand your statement, Mr. Collins, 
that by virtue of your motion to dismiss based upon the illegal search 
ang seizure, complaint or indictment against your client was dis- 
missed ? 

Mr. Cotirns. That is right, sir. 

Senator Weiker. There is nothing pending now in any court in this 
district against your client ? 

Mr. Cottrns. That is right, sir. 

Senator Werxer. As far as you know, it is all even. He is starting 
over again in the field of criminal law as far as any pending actions 
are now on the board ¢ 

Mr. Cotiins. Answering your question, Mr. Senator, I would like 
to state that, of course, I indicated that the dismissal was without 
prejudice in this case. It was because of a lack of proof then had that 
the dismissal was accomplished. The statute of limitations has not 
run, and I would like for the purposes of the record, because of the 
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statement that I heard Mr. Bauman make yesterday while another 
witness was present, there is no such thing as immunity in the District 
being granted by a prosecuting oflicer. 

I understand that in New York, where Mr. Bauman comes from, 
there is a statutory authority for a district attorney to give immunity, 
but that is not the fact in the District of Columbia. Nobody ‘an give 
immunity in the District of Columbia except the President of “the 
United States, sir, by way of pardon. 

Senator Wetxer. I think that is generally recognized, or at least 
that is my understanding, that no Federal prosecutor can give im- 
munity. 

Mr. Coturns. I heard Mr. Bauman ask a question yesterday about 
the fact that the case was dismissed and then couldn’t you call a wit- 
ness, and I think he indicated at the time about the question, then he 
could call a witness. 

Mr. Bauman. That had nothing to do with immunity, if I ma 
say so, Mr. Collins. That was merely the withdrawal of pending 
charges against the man either by motion to dismiss or by nolle prosse. 

Mr. Cortrns. But there was the inference contained in ae remarks 
that the case if it had been dismissed, that they could call the witness, 
The point I make is that the dismissal does not give an immunity. 

Mr. Bauman. Lam well aware of that. 

Senator WeLker. One point I want to clear up that I started to 
7 

Ir. Coturns. Yes, sir. 

Se nator WeLker. There is no process in any criminal court in the 
District of Columbia that is holding your client here. He is not out 
on bond. There is no charge as of this time against him? 

Mr. Coruins. That is absolutely correct as of my knowledge, 
Senator. 

Senator Weiker. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. May we have it stipulated, counsel, that in every case 
where the witness refuses to answer, that he does so upon the ground 
that it may tend to incriminate him; that he has been directed by the 
Chair to answer after invoking such privilege, and that in each such 

case after having been directed by the Chair to answer , he further 
declines and refuses to answer. Isthat correct? 

Mr. Cotuins. It is quite agreeable that that stipulation be entered 
into, and I take it that that may be the understanding without the 
use of the words continuously in answer to the questions; is that 
correct? In other words, if he says he declines to answer, it will be 
understood that his declination is on the grounds already indicated. 

Mr. Bauman. Yes. 

The Cuairman. That stipulation will be made a part of the record. 

Mr. Bauman. What is vour business or occupation, Mr. Olf? 

Mr. Our. I decline to answer that, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, Mr. Olf, who are the members of your family ? 

Mr. Orr. I have a brother. 

Mr. Bauman. What is his name, please? 

Mr. Otr. Meyer L. Olf. 

Mr. Bauman. Does he live in Washington ? 

Mr. Or. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Where does he live? 

Mr. Our. New York. 
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Mr. Bauman. Can you tell us the address, please ? 

Mr. Orr. I don’t know his street address. It is in Westchester. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you have any other brothers? 

Mr. Our. No, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, you, yourself lived in New York for a consid- 
erable period of time; isn’t that right? 

Mr. Otr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And when did you leave New York? 

Mr. Orr. 1945. 

Mr. Bauman. Where were you living in New York at that time, 
just prior to your leaving? 

Mr. Or. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know a man by the name of Frank Costello’ 

Mr. Orr. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever seen Frank Costello? 

Mr. Our. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever heard about Frank Costello? 

Mr. Otr. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know a lady by the name of Loretta B. 
Costello ? 

Mr. Orr. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. On September 14, 1928, did Loretta B. Costello 
transfer a piece of property on Two Hundred and Twenty-first Street 
in Bayside, Long Island, N. Y., to Murray and Ann Olf? 

Mr, Orr. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. About a year later, on August 21, 1929, did you 
retransfer that property back to Loretta B. Costello? 

Mr. Orr, I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know whether Loretta B. Costello is the 
wife of Frank Costello? 

Mr. Our. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever heard, Mr. Olf, that Mr. Costello 
has described you as a Washington lobbyist ? 

Mr. Our... I didn’t hear the question, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever heard that Mr. Costello has described 
you as a Washington lobbyist ? 

Mr. Otr. Have I ever heard that what? 

Mr. Bauman. That Frank Costello has referred to you, has de- 
scribed you as a lobbyist here in Washington. 

Mr. Otr. I never heard it; no, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you a lobbyist in Washington ? 

Mr. Our. No, sir, not for any individual, corporation, organization, 
or for myself. 

Mr. Bauman. Do I understand by that that you have in no way 
sought to produce any given results for any individual, asociation, 
partnership, or corporation ? 

Mr. Otr. In regard to what, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. With regard to governmental agencies here in Wash- 
ington. 

Mr. Our. Absolutely. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, have you ever received any money from Frank 


Costello ? 
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Mr. Ot. I decline to answer that, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know a man by the name of Joe Adonis? 

Mr. Otr. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. The real name is Doto, I believe. 

Mr. Our. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Has Frank Costello ever visited you here in Wash- 
ington ¢ 

Mr. Our. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Do I understand he stayed with you? 

Mr. Otr. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Has Joe Adonis ever stayed in your room or in any 
apartment of yours here in Washington ? 

Mr. Our. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know Frank Erickson? 

Mr. Our. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Where do you live now, sir? 

Mr. Orr. 3636 Sixteenth Street NW. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that the Woodner Apartments? 

Mr. Otr. I believe so. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that the name of it? 

Mr. Our. I believe so. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, in 1946 were you individually operating under 
the name of Statewide Sports News Distributors ? 

Mr. Our. I decline to answer that. ' 

Mr. Bauman. Did anybody aside from yourself have a financial 
interest in Statewide Sports News Distributors? 

Mr. Our. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know Sam Beard? 

Mr. Our. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever heard of Sam Beard? 

Mr. Our. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. As a matter of fact, are you presently indebted to 
Sam Beard in the amount of approximately $26,600 ? 

Mr. Our. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Olf, have you heard of the Baltimore Sales 
Book Co. ? 

Mr. Our. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Bo you know what a K book is? 

Mr. Orr. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Is it a book consisting of sheets arranged in tripli- 
cate with carbon papers between ? 

Mr. Or. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Between January 1 and July 11, 1951, did you buy 
100,000 such K books? 

Mr. Orr. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Did such K books contain triplicate sheets such as I 
have described ? 

Mr. Our. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know a man by the name of Leroy Cortland? 

Mr. Otr. I did not hear that question. 

Mr. Bauman. I say, do you know a man by the name of Leroy 
Cortland ? 

Mr. Our. Not that I recall. 
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Mr. Bauman. Did you ever place any telephone calls to him in the 

city of Baltimore? 

Mr. Oxr. Not that I recall. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever heard of a person who was operating 
gambling establishment in the vicinity of Baltimore by that name‘ 
Mr. Orr. Not that I recall. 

Mr. Bauman. To the best of your recollection you never have heard 
of him; is that correct ? 

Mr. Our. Not that I recall; no. 

Mr. Bauman. On January 29, 1949, did you make payment to Sam 
Beard of ps -thousand-some dollars? 

Mr. Orr. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember opening an account at the Bank 
of Commerce and Savings in Washington, D. C., on September 24, 
1945, with an initial deposit of $10,000? 

Mr. Our. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you remember opening such an account ? 

Mr. Orr. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you tell us whether Mr. 
application and introduced you at that time ? 

Mr. Our. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever heard of an organization called Trans- 
American Publishing and News Service? 

Mr. Our. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you decline to answer whether you have ever heard 
of it, sir? 

Mr. Orr. T decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you pay them for 
March 
service ? 

Mr. Orr. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know whether Mr. Guzik or Mr. Accardo had 
an interest in Trans-American Publishing and News Service? 

Mr. Orr. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you engaged in any business about which you 
would be inclined to tell the committee at the present time ? 

Mr. Our. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever heard of a so-calledgacing wire service 
or sports news distribution service ? 

Mr. Orr. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. I should like to consult the committee for a moment. 

The Cruatrman. Proceed. 

( Pause. ) 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know an attorney in the city of N 
by the name of George Wolf? 

Mr. Otr. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever employed George Wolf to represent 
you in any action? 

Mr. Orr. I decline to answer that, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. George Wolf is an attorney; was he the attorney for 
Mr. Costello? 

Mr. Orr. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that the same George Wolf who is the attorney for 
Mr. Costello? 
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Mr. Our. I wouldn’t know. 

Mr. Bauman. You wouldn’t? Is that your answer, sir? I didn’t 
hear it. 

Mr. Orr. I didn’t hear the question. 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Reporter, will you please read the answer? 

(Whereupon the answer was read.) 

Mr. Our. I didn’t hear the question. 

Mr. Bauman. Will you read the question ? 

(Whereupon the question was read.) 

Mr. Or. According to my knowledge it is. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, do you have any business connection with the 
World-Wide Stores Music Co. ? 

Mr. Our. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Is that a Baltimore wire service? 

Mr. Our. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know if World-Wide Music Co. is a Baltimore 
wire service ? 

Mr. Orr. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. On March 19, 1950, did you receive a telephone call 
at the Hotel Congressional from Phil Kastel in the Beverly Country 
Club, New Orleans? 

Mr. Orr. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Were you living at the Congressional Hotel at that 
time? 

Mr. Our. Yes; I had been living there for quite some time; yes. 

Mr. Bauman. Do you know who Mr. Kastel is? 

Mr. Orr. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever heard Mr. Kastel’s name mentioned? 

Mr. Or. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Have you ever read about Mr. Kastel in the press? 

Mr. Our. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you receive another such telephone call from 
Mr. Kastel on or about April 19, 1950? 

Mr. Orr. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions of this witness at this 
time and I will ask that he remain subject to the call of the committee 
and hold himself available. 

The Cuarrman. It is so ordered. 

Mr. Cotuins. May we be excused, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHarrMan. You may, but please come here for a moment before 
you leave. 

(Counsel consults with the chairman.) 

Mr. Bauman. Mr. Chairman, I would like to consult you for a 
moment about the next witness if I may. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed. 

(Pause. ) 

Mr. Bauman. The next witness will be Lieutenant Wolf. 

The CuatrMan. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are 
about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God? 

Lieutenant Wotr. I do. 
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TESTIMONY OF LT. JACOB J. WOLF, METROPOLITAN POLICE 
DEPARTMENT 


Mr. Bauman. Lieutenant Wolf, I show you the original of y: 
notarized questionnaire and ask you if you submitted that to the oll 
of this committee on or about November 12, 19512 

Lieutenant Wor. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. And that was notarized by a notary public? 

Lieutenant Wor. That is right. 


Mr. Bauman. I should like to make Lt. Wolf’s financial question- 


naire a part of the record at this time. 


(The document referred to is identified as exhibit No. 17, and ap- 


pears in the appendix on p. 398.) 


Mr. Bauman. Are the answers contained in the questionnaire there 


true ¢ 

Lieutenant Wor. Well, to the best of my knowledge 

The CuatrMan. Mr. Bauman, please identify the witness. 

Senator Wetker. All we know is that his name is Lieutenant Wol 
I do not know if he works for the Metropolitan Police Stent 
or 

Mr. Bauman. I will clear that up. 

Are you a lieutenant in the Metropolitan Police Department ? 

Lieutenant Woir. My name is Jacob Wolf and I am a lieutenant 
in the Metropolitan Police Department, assigned to the automobile 
squad. 

The CuHatrMan. The Metropolitan Police Department of which of 
the hundreds of cities in the United States? 

Lieutenant Wor. The Metropolitan Police of the District of Co- 
lumbia, assigned to the automobile squad. 

Mr. Bauman. Are you in charge of the automobile squad ? 

Lieutenant Worr. I am. 

Mr. Bauman. How long have you been in charge of the automobile 
squad ? 

Lieutenant Wor. I have been in charge since about 1941. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, are the answers s contained in this questionnaire 
true, Lieutenant ? 

Lieutenant Wotr. To the best of my knowledge, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, do you have any additions that you wanted to 
make to the statements contained in that questionnaire at this time! 

Lieutenant Wo tr. I did. 

Mr. Bauman. You want to make them now—you called at the of- 
fice of the subcommittee ? 

Lieutenant Wotr. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. BauMaAN. Some time ago, is that correct ? 

Lieutenant Wor. Yes, sir. Well, it w 

Mr. Bauman. On or about January 15? 

Lieutenant Worr. January 15, at 1 p. m., that is Tuesday. 

Mr. Bauman. And you said you wanted to amend certain answers. 
is that correct ? 

Lieutenant Woxr. I told you that I was unable to give certain in- 
formation in reference to the questionnaire and I would like to present 
additional information—of course, you refused to take it. 

Mr. Bauman. That is right, I told you to make whatever statement 
you wanted up here, isn’t that right ? 
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Lieutenant Wor. You didn’t tell me at that time, sir. I wanted to 
give it to you again—— 
~ Mr. Bauman. Well, I don’t want to argue with you about it. Did 
you come to me again on the 17th? 

Lieutenant Wotr. Again on Thursday, January 17, about 12:30 

.m., and you told me that ever ything I have to say I would say here 
a I said I will be glad to be here, sir, and you asked me to turn it 
over to Senator Neely and I said I will turn it over to some Senator 
that will accept it 

Mr. Bauman. Now, wait just a minute. You told me if I wouldn’t 
take it you would go to the Hill—— 

Lieutenant Woxr. No, sir. 

Mr. Batman. Wasn’t Mr. Solomon sitting there with me? 

Lieutenant Woxr. I told you that I would turn it over—you said, 

“Turn it over to Senator Neely” and I said I would turn it over to 
some Senator—— 

Mr. Bauman. Wasn't Mr. Solomon sitting in the room taking notes 
of your conversation ¢ 

Lieutenant Wor. He was sitting there. I don’t know what he was 
doing. He was sitting there. 

Mr. Bauman. You told me if I didn’t take it that you would take it 
to the Hill and I said you could, didn’t 14 

Lieutenant Wor. You were the one that told me to send it to 
Senator Neely—— 

Mr. Bauman. Now, I just want to straighten this out—— 

Senator Wei_Kxer. Well, I think we have gone into that far enough. 
I don’t see it is material whether he turned it over to Senator Neely 
or Senator Pastore or Senator Welker or anybody else. There i is no 
need arguing about that matter. Let us get his testiraony and let 
us ZO On, 

Mr. Bauman. Now, what amendment do you want to make to the 
answers ¢ 

Lieutenant Worr. I have some additional cars that I want to give 
you. 

Mr. Bauman. Why don't you tell the committee about it, tell the 
committee what those cars were. 

Lieutenant Wotr. Those are cars I purchased and sold that I was 
unable to get the information for at that time. I have xcopy of them 
now. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, tell the committee what cars you sold over and 
above—withdrawn. 

Tell the committee what cars you bought and sold in that period 
over and above those mentioned in that questionnaire. 

Lieutenant Wotr. Well, Mr. Bauman, there were some cars here 
that may be repeated in my questionnaire, so I just put down on the 
back of it here that there may be some cars that appeared in the ques- 
tionnaire, so I don’t know which ones that—lI offered all these to you 
so you could pick out the ones I didn’t put in the questionnaire. 

Mr. Bauman. Why don’t you read them or tell us what the cars 
are ¢ 

Senator We._Kxer. Mr. Witness, we will take notice of that, if there 
is a duplication we will understand that. 

Lieutenant Wor. All right. 
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Well, a 1948 Pontiac, five-passenger coupe, with the motor number 
here. 

Mr. Bauman. When did you buy that, sir? 

Lieutenant Worr. Well, I would say somewhere about July 6, | 
think, 1948. 

Mr. Bauman. Allright. What isthe next one? 

Lieutenant Woir. And there is a 1951 Pontiac with motor number 
here. 

Mr. Bauman. Bought on January 12, 1951? 

Lieutenant Wotr. January 12, 1951, is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. All right, next? 

Lieutenant Wor. A 1949 Chevrolet, five-passenger coupe, with the 
engine number here. 

Mr. Bauman. Bought about June 23? 

Lieutenant Worr. June 23, 1949. 

Mr. Bauman. 1949, yes. 
Lieutenant Wor. A 1949 Pontiac coach with the engine number 
rere. 

Mr. Bauman. What is that 1949 Pontiac—that was bought on or 
about February 28; isn’t that right ? 

Lieutenant Woir. About 28th of February ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. What is the next one? 

Lieutenant Wor. There is a 1949 Pontiac sedan with the motor 
number here. 

Mr. Bauman. Bought on or about July 15, 1949? 

Lieutenant Wor. July 15, 1949, is correct. 

A 1946 Plymouth sedan with the motor number. 

Mr. Bauman. 1946 Plymouth. Was that bought on or about July 
23, 1946? 

Lieutenant Wor. Well, I got here about July 29. 

Mr. Bauman. All right, that is closeenough. What is the next one? 

Lieutenant Wor. There was a 1946 Oldsmobile with the motor 
number. 

Mr. Bauman. That was bought on or about May 21, 1946? 

Lieutenant Wotr. May 21, 1946, that is correct. 

Mr. Bauman. What is the next one, Lieutenant ? 

Lieutenant Wotr. There isa 1947 Ford with the motor number. 

Mr. Bauman. That was bought on or about April 19, 1947? 

Lieutenant Wo rr. I got it here September the 23d, 1947, sir. 
motor number is 7998198468. 

Mr. Bauman. 8462? 

Lieutenant Woxtr. 79981918468. 

Mr. Bauman. From whom did you buy that ? 

Lieutenant Wotr. Logan. 

Mr. Bauman. Logan? 

Lieutenant Worr. Yes, sir, Logan Motor Co. 

And here is a 1947 Ford with a motor number. 

Mr. Bauman. That was the one that was bought on April 19, is 
that right? 

Lieutenant Wor. Just a minute. I don’t have no date on this one 
here. 

Mr. Bauman. All right, continue. 

Lieutenant Wotr. There isa 1947 Buick sedan. 

Mr. Bauman. Bought on or about March 7 of that year? 
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Lieutenant Wotr. March—I got it January, January 7, 1947. 

Mr. Bauman. All right, go ahead. 

Lieutenant Wotr. There is a 1947 Dodge, four-door sedan, with a 
motor number here. 

Mr. Bauman. That was bought about April 23? 

Lieutenant Wor. April 23, 1947. 

There is a 1947 Chevrolet sedan. 

Mr. Bauman. Bought about May 24? 

Lieutenant Wor. May 24, that is right. 

Mr. Bauman. What else? 

Lieutenant Wor. Here is—well, that is about all. I think. 

Mr. BauMAN. You say those are all the cars / 

Lieutenant Woutr. Well, that is the cars I thought that I didn’t 
put in the questionnaire, so to make sure I just put down—to make 
sure I didn’t leave any out, I just probably duplicated some of the 
cars. 

Mr. BAUMAN. Now. in addition to those you just mentioned, 
1946 did you buy a very old Pontiac, a 1936 Pontiac from A. Rubin, 
of Bronx, N. Y., and registered title in your own name ¢ 

Lieutenant Wotr. I will answer that question, Mr. Bauman. That 
ear was a 1935 Pontiac. He was a salesman in New York. I have 
known him many years. 

He came down to Washington and the thing just collapsed on 
him and he said if I could sell it Jus st for junk— — I said I would 
have to have a title before I could sell it. 

So, when he went to Ney York he sent me the registration and 
the bill of sale, and [ went and got title in my name and got $165 and 
sent the money to him. That was a 1935 Pontiac—you said 1936 
Pontiac. 

Senator WeL_ker. May I ask you, Mr. Witness, why did you note 
that in your questionnaire, “March 12, 1936, Pontiac, A. Rubin” 

Lieutenant Wour. It was mine, Mr. Senator. 

Senator WELKER. Sir? 

Lieutenant Wor. It was not my automobile. 

Senator Weiker. Well, did you note it on your questionnaire— 
oh, I see, I understand now. 

Lieutenant Wor. It was his automobile. and in order for me to 
sell it I got to get a title in the District before I could sell an automobile 
here —_—- 

Senator WELKER. Have you noted it on your proposed amendmeii ? 

Lieutenant Wo Lr. No, sir: I did not, because it was not my auto- 
mobile, it wasn’t my car. I was just doing this, doing the friend a 
favor. 

Senator Pastore. If counsel will permit me, let me ask a question. 
My curiosity is aroused. 

We are dealing with quite a number of cars in 1946. Were you 

nthe car business as a sideline ? 

Lieutenant Wor. Well, I was selling a few cars; yes, sir. 

Senator Pasrorr. Well, what do you mean, “selling a few cars”? 
You were selling in 1 year six automobiles, all in 1 year. 

Lieutenant Wotr. That is right. 

Senator Pasrore. Now, were they for the use of yourself and your 

family, or were you a car dealer / 

Lieuten: sana Wor. Well, my boy used a car to go to school 
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Senator Pastore. You do not answer my question—— 

Lieutenant Worr. I am not a dealer. I bought a car, kept it a 
while, and sold it and made a profit. 

~onator Pastore. And during the year 1947, did you get seven cars? 

Senator WetKer. Well, Mr. Witness, can we not get to the propo- 
sition that you were in the used-car business making a profit! 

Lieutenant Wor. I was making a profit. 

Senator WeLker. In addition to your duties as a policeman. 

Lieutenant Wor. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. Well, why hesitate about that? 

Lieutenant Wotr. I answered the question—I did sell cars and 
made a profit on them, yes, sir, but I wasn’t in the used car business, 
These were new cars. They weren’t used cars. 

Senator Wetker. Well, you were in the car business for profit; is 
that correct? 

Lieutenant Wotr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Werker. All right now. 

Mr. Bauman. On May 27, 1946, didn’t you buy a 1946 Pontiac from 
Arcade Pontiac ? 

Lieutenant Wotr. I did. 

Mr. Bauman. For which you paid, according to the invoice, $1,- 
404.05 and to which you took title in your own name? 

Lieutenant Woxr. I only paid $1,000 for that car, Mr. Bauman. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, did you buy such a car in 1946? 

Lieutenant Wour. I did. 

Mr. Bauman. And that one was not included in your amendment 
of this morning; isn’t that correct ? 

Lieutenant Wotr. Yes, I did 

Mr. Bauman. Well, I have got this [exhibiting], and the committee 
has it, and I don’t have it on it. It is next to that one [indicating] 
on my list. 

Lieutenant Wor. There is a 1946 Pontiac, the motor number— 
well, I got the title number. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, the record shows whether you described it or 
not; in any event, it was not listed on your questionnaire, isn’t that 
right? 

Lieutenant Wor. Well, I thought I put it in. 

Mr. Bauman. Would you like to look at it ? 

Lieutenant Woxr. Well, if you say it is not in there, there is no 
use taking the time, it is not in there. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, you told us you bought a 1946 Pontiac—a 
Plymouth, of Tom’s Auto Service. 

aeutenant Weir. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. To which title was taken in the name of Irene Wolf, 
your wife? 

Lieutenant Worr. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. Was that one listed in your questionnaire when you 
submitted it? 

Lieutenant Worr. I think so. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, now, you are amending it, you told us about 
it this morning: 

Lieutenant Wor. Well, I don’t know whether, Mr. Bauman, if 
this is it or not. 
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Mr. Bauman. Now, you told us this morning that on or about 
March 1947 you bought a 1947 Buick, to which you took title in your 
own name. Can you tell us whether that one was listed in your ques- 
tionnaire ¢ 

Lieutenant Woxr. I don’t know, Mr. Bauman, whether it was or 
not. I don’t know. 

Mr. Bauman. How about the 1947 Ford of April 19, from Cherner 
Motor Co., which was listed in your son’s name, about which you 
told us this morning? Was that one listed in your questionnaire ¢ 

Lieutenant Woxr. I don’t know, sir, I don’t know whether it was 
or not. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, now, in addition to those cars that you told us 
about in 1947, on or about October 9 of that year did you also buy a 

1947 Chevrolet from the Chevy Chase Motor Co. for $1,526.25 in the 
name of your son Allen ? 

Lieutenant Wor. Well, I got a little notation here—how much 
was that, Mr. Bauman, did you say ? 

Mr. BauMAN. Well, forget the amount, Lieutenant; the amount I 
gave you was $1,526.25. Did you on or about October 9, 1947, buy 

a 1947 Chevrolet from the Chevy Chase Motor Co. ¢ 

Lieutenant Worr. I did. 

Mr. Bauman. Title to which was taken in the name of your son Al- 
len; isn’t that right ? 

Lieutenant Worr. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. Bauman. And that was neither reported in your question- 
naire nor testified by you this morning in connection with your amend- 
ment; is that right ¢ 

Lieutenant Worr. It is here, I read it to you, a 1947 Chevrolet. 

Senator Pasrore. Now, as far as the cars you bought in 1947, were 
they bought at wholesale or was that a straight deal transaction ? 

Lieutenant Wotr. Straight deal. 

Senator Pastore. Well, now, if you were in the car business as you 
testified, where would your profit lie, if you were like any other in- 
dividual buying an automobile and keeping it a month or two and 
selling it—how would you make a profit 

Lieutenant Woxr. I made a profit. 

Senator Pastore. Well, how much profit on the Chevrolet ? 

Lieutenant WoLr. Somewhere around $140 or $150 profit. 

Senator Pastore. How long did you keep it ? 

Lieutenant Woxr. I wouldn’t keep it very long, a month—two or 
three—a month, probably. 

Senator Pastore. Well, how were you able to make a profit if you 
were buying a car like any other individual could buy one from Chevy 
Chase Motor Co., how could you make a profit if you bought it th: at 
way ? 

Lieutenant Wor. Well, cars at that time were scarce to get, if you 
remember, sir. 

Senator Pastore. Well, that is exactly the point I am coming to. 
Now, did your job on the Police Department have any influence in 
your buying cars when nobody else could buy them ¢ 

Lieutenant Worr. No, sir: no, sir. 

Senator Pasrore. Well, why were not cars as scarce to you as some- 
body else 4 
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Lieutenant Worr. Well, Senator, I would say at that time I was the 
cause of getting cars for many people, for friends of mine and friends 
of theirs. 

Senator Pastore. Because you were a lieutenant of the Police 
Department ? 

Lieutenant Wor. Because I was a dealer. 

Senator Pastore. Answer my question. 

Senator Wetxer. Lieutenant, in other words, your sideline business 
is normally described as gray market ? 

Lieutenant Woxr. That is right, sir. 

Senator Werxker. There isn’t any question about that ? 

Lieutenant Wor. That is right. 

Senator Wetker. You could buy a car when some of the rest of us 
could not buy? 

Lieutenant Wor. That is right. 

Senator Weiker. And you sold them to others, unfortunate people 
who could not buy cars, at a little profit ? 

Lieutenant Worr. Mr. Senator, I can say I never sold these cars 
toa private man. I sold toa dealer. I never sold to a private man 
in my life. 

Senator Weiker. In other words, you bought from a dealer and you 
sold to a dealer / 

Lieutenant Wor. That is right. 

Senator WeLker. A used-car dealer ? 

Lieutenant Worr. That is right. 

Senator Weiker. That is what I am getting at. In other words, 
that is the favorite indoor and outdoor sport of gray marketeers—— 

Lieutenant Worr. Well, if you want to put it that way—— 

Senator WeLker. Well, that is what it is. 

Lieutenant Worr. That is right. 

Senator We.ker. Let us be frank about it. 

Lieutenant Worr. O. K., sir. 

Mr. Bauman. Well, now, this morning you added that on July 
7, 1948, you bought a 1948 Pontiac from Arcade Pontiac, title to which 
was taken in your wife’s name; is that right / 

Lieutenant Worr. That is right. 

Mr. Bauman. And that had not been previously reported in your 
questionnaire; isn’t - right? 

Lieutenant Wotrr. I don’t guess so. 

Mr. Bauman. This morning you testified about your purchases in 
1949 including two 1949 Pontiacs and one 1949 Chevrolet. Is that 
correct ? 

Lieutenant Wor. Yes. 

Mr. Bauman. And the 1949 Chevrolet that you bought on or about 
June 23, 1949, as well as the 1949 Pontiac that you bought on or about 
July 15 of that year, were not reported in your questionnaire; is that 
correct ; in the answers in your questionnair e? 

Lieutenant Wor. Well, if it is not there I did not report it; no, sir. 

Mr. Bauman. As a matter of fact, Lieutenant Wolf, over this 
period from 1946 through to the end of the period covered in your 
questionnaire you did not—you sold approximately 22 cars; isn’t that 
right / 

Lieutenant Wor. I wouldn’t think so; no, sir. 
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Mr. Bauman. Well, as a matter of fact, you told me about one 
this morning that I didn’t know about. 

Lieutenant Wor. Well, one, two, three, four, five—— 

Mr. Bauman. Now, I ask you, during that time, over this period 
from 1946 to the present, did you or did you not deal in a total of 
upproximately 22 cars? 

Lieutenant Worr. I have about 18 here. 

Mr. Bauman. Eighteen cars? 

Lieutenant Worr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Werker. I have 21 here. 

Lieutenant Worr. Well, it may be 21. 

Senator Werxer. Let us get together. 

Lieutenant Wotr. It may be 29] just don’t know. 

Mr. Bauman. And isn’t it also a fact, Lieutenant, that you left 
10 of these cars off your or — answers to the questionnaire ? 

Lieutenant Wor. Well, it wasn’t intentionally, to leave them off, 
1 just couldn’t get the cn 

Mr. Bauman. Well, did you just forget about them ? 

Lieutenant Worr. No; I did not; I just could not get the records. 

I called the dealers and asked them for records and they said they 
couldn’t get them because they were locked up in storage, it was 
dead stuff. I asked them to vet them and they couldn't get them. 

Finally, I went around and said, “I got to have these records,” and 
so I went up with an office man to the storage place and started digging 
up the records. 

Mr. Bauman. Did you at any time before January 15 of this year, 
after the hearings started, indicate in any way that your answers to 
the questionnaire were incomplete ? 

Lieutenant Worr. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. Bauman. Now, did you also omit certain bank accounts which 
were in the joint name of your wife and sister from your question- 
naire? 

Lieutenant Wotr. I don’t know anything at all about that, about 
my wife and sister having a bank account—— 

‘Mr. Bauman. Is it your position you are not aware of any such 
bank accounts in the name of your wife and sister ? 

Lieutenant Worr. Well, I just heard my sister has money in the 
bank and that my wife is supposed to be some kind of a—I don’t know, 
joint account, that is what I heard. I heard this last week, 1 didn’t 
know anything about that. 

Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions. 

The Cyatrman. Mr. Wolf, the paper before me shows that in 1947 
you bought and sold seven cars. Has that statement been amended 
by your testimony ? 

“Lieutenant Worr. I have two Fords, two Chevrolets, a 1947 
Buick—— 

The Cuarrman. A Dodge? 

Lieutenant Worr. A 1947 Dodge. 

The Cuairman. A 1947 Pontiac? 

Lieutenant Wor. A 1947 Pontiac. 

The Cuatmman. And is that all you bought and sold that year? 

Lieutenant Worr. Well, if that is what you say, it must be seven. 

The Cuarrman. That you bought in the District of Columbia ? 
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Lieutenant Woxr. Yes, sir; outside of one. 

The Cuarrman. Now, isn’t it a fact that cars were so scarce at that 
time that even crippled war veterans could not buy one in the District 
of Columbia and that you could get seven of them solely because you 
were a member of the police force and were using your official power 
as pressure upon the automobile dealers? 

Lieutenant Wor. I never put no pressure on anyone, sir. 

The Cuatrman. But solely because you were a member of the police 
force you could buy seven cars when a crippled war veteran could 
not buy one. Is that not true? 

Lieutenant Wor. Well, a crippled war veteran, Senator, would 
have to have a different kind of car 

The Cuamman. Mr. Wolf, that is begging the question. Please 
answer it. 

Lieutenant Woxr. Senator, I never used my office to get an auto- 
mobile. 

I got them for other people 

The Cuairman. You could get them and the public could not 

Lieutenant Wo xr. I got them for doctors, I got them for nurses- 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Wolf, is it not a fact that but for your con- 
nection with the Metropolitan Police force you could not have bought 
seven cars from dealers who were refusing to sell even one car to a 
crippled war veteran ¢ 

Lieutenant Wor. Well, I guess it would have to be true. 

The Cuarrman. Isn’t it true that you exercised your police influence 
to obtain these cars so that you could sell them at a profit ? 

Lieutenant Woxr. Well, Senator, there is people that called me 
and asked me to see if I could get people cars and I have done it many, 
many times, and I didn’t make no money on those friends, friends of 
mine. I got automobiles for friends in the Districet—— 

Senator Pastore. Let me ask you this: You said you had to go to 
the dealer to find the record of the purchases you made ? 

Lieutenant Wor. That is correct. > 

Senator Pasrore. Did you keep a record yourself ? 

Lieutenant Wotr. No, sir; I did not. 

Senator Pasrore. How did you report them on your income taxes, 
sir? 

Lieutenant Woxr. I reported some. 

Senator Pasrore. Didn’t you report all? 

Lieutenant Wor. But I have already taken care of that, Senator. 

Senator Pasrore. All right; and all the while you were arresting 
other people for stealing. 

{| Laughter. ] 

Lieutenant Woxr. Senator, if you don’t mind, I wasn’t stealing. I 
bought those cars legal; I didn’t twist anybody’s arm to get a car. 

Mr. Bauman. I have no further questions. 

The Cuatrman. The witness is excused. 

All witnesses who have been subpenaed but have not testified will 
be called by the subcommittee at a later date. 

This hearing is adjourned until further notice. 

(Whereupon, at 11:50 a. m., the subcommittee adjourned, subject 
to the call of the chair.) 
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Exutisit No. 2 
SENATE District CRIME INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE 
QUESTIONNAIRE 
Instructions 


Fill in full name and answer fully each item of this questionnaire. If answer is 
‘Yes,” “No,” or “None,” so set forth. 

Sign on the last page, and swear that you have read and understood all the 
items contained in this questionnaire; that you have fully supplied the answer 
to each item to the best of your knowledge, information, and belief, and that all 
the information supplied by you is true. 

Place your initials in the lower left hand corner of each page. 


WASHINGTON, 
District of Columbia, ss: 


Robert Joseph Barrett, being duly sworn, and in answer to the following ques- 
tions, deposes and says: 

1. What is your full name? Robert Joseph Barrett. 

2. Where do you live? 5811 Seventh Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

3. Have you, your wife, your children, or any of your dependents had any 
other residences, temporary or permanent, from January 1, 1945 to date? If so, 
what were these residences? None, other than occasional week ends and sum- 
mer vacations at our summer cottage located Colonial Beach, Va.: married 
daughter living 8017 Eastern Avenue, Silver Spring, Md., apartraent 301, from 
1950 to date. 

4. What is your date of birth? July 20, 1902. 

5. What is the telephone number at your residence? TU 2350 (not listed). 
My daughter, prior to her marriage, had telephone in her name: TA 4807. 

6. What were the telephone numbers at your previous residences, temporary 
or permanent, for the period January 1, 1945 to date? Had no previous resi- 
dences since 1945. 

7. When did you enter District service? July 1, 1925. 

8. Date of appointment to present city department or agency? Same. 

9. Present official title, or rank? Major and Superintendent Metropolitan 
Police Department. 

10. State present salary. $11,130.50. 

11. Shield or badge number, if any? None. 

12. What briefly are your present duties? Superintendent, Metropolitan 
Police force. 

13. Who is your immediate superior? Board of Commissioners, District of 
Columbia. 

14. List dates of promotions, if any, since your appointment: 





Date From To 
Joly 4 M0 So. tks Appointed to force _- 7 a 
July 11, 1928_.....- Patrolman oe Precinct detective. 
Der 1, 1930___- _.| Precinct detective Detective sergeant 
Ae. 1, 1939. ..-- : .., Detective sergeant - . . ..---| Lieutenant 
Seot. 15, 1041._...-- ..| Lieutenant _, wie Captain detectives 
a > ae Captain detectives ; Chief detective and assistant 
superintendent. 
Pe.) a . Captain detectives and assistant |. Major and superintendent. 


superintendent. 
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15. What has been your annual salary as a police officer for the following 
years: 





Gross salary Take-home 
pay 


_.| $10,329.84 Braces ; $8, 402.7 
_.| $10,481.09... 8. 6 

} $9,900.84 ___ Si a i &, 267.4 
_.| $8,317.90 and $240 car allowance. _-.___- ates 6. 7 

| $6,436.08 and $180 car allowance : | 5, 348 

| $5,271.96__- weane eee iaaaiet 4,27 





(a) Do you now have, or for the period January 1, 1945, to date have you 
had, any source of income other than your salary as a police officer? Yes, see 
answer, later question. 

If so, give the following particulars: (Information sheets on subsequent 
questions will give all this information.) 

(4) Do you, your wife, your children, or any dependent now have, or did you, 
or they, have, during the period January 1, 1945, to date, an interest in any 
business as owner, partner, stockholder, or director? 

If so, give details. No. 

16. Marital status: 

(a) Single? Married? © X O Divorced? Separated? 

(b) Date of marriage? January 19, 1927. Place? Baltimore, Md. 

(c) Name of wife. Mildred Inge Barrett. 

(d) Is your wife now employed, or engaged in any business, or has she been 
employed, or engaged, in any business during the period January 1, 1945, to date’ 
No. 

If so, give the following information with respect thereto: 


(d-2) Employer? .._...-__-- 

(d-38) Social security number 

(d-4+) What were your wife’s total earnings for each of the following years: 
1950, 1949, 1948, 1947, 1946, 1945. 

17. Children: 

(a) Single: ; 

(b) Married: Name of child: Joanne. Name of wife or husband: Fred- 
erick S. Bartlett. Address: 8017 Eastern Avenue, Silver Spring, Md. 

18. Father: 

(a) If deceased, show date of decease. March 6, 1946. 

(b) Name. William F. Barrett. 

(c) Last address. 813 Sixth Street NE., Washington, D. C., 

(d) Is your father employed, or otherwise engaged in any business? 

(e) If so, give the following information with respect thereto: 

(e-1) Occupation? 

(e-2) Employer? 

19. Mother: 

(a) If deceased, show date of decease. Aprfl 27, 1948, 

(0) Name. Susan Kelley Barrett. 

(c) Last known address. 813 Sixth Street NE., Washington, D. C, 

(d) Is your mother employed, or otherwise engaged in any business? 

If so, give the following information with respect thereto: 

(d-1) Occupation? 

(d-2) Employer? 

20. Brothers and sisters, name and address: Marie E. Lanahan, 5727 Colorado 
Avenue, NW.; Helen B. Cryer (widow), 4214 Thirty-seventh Street, NW 
Catherine B. McGarraghy, 1339 Somerset Place, NW.; Margaret B. Ahern, 62 
Longfellow Street NW. 

21. Mother-in-law and father-in-law: 

(a) If deceased, show date of decease. May 11, 1949; March 12, 1951 
Name and addr : Lillian Galleher Inge, deceased ; Berkley Inge, Sr., deceased. 

Brothers-in-law and sisters-in-law, name and address: Daniel S. Lanahan, 
Colorado Avenue, NW.; Henry C. Cryer, deceased; Alfred A. McGarraghy, 
Somers-’t Place NW.: John Ahearn, 62 Longfellow Street NW.; Berkley 
, Jr., 819 Berkshire Drive, Chillum, Md. 
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23. Who are the individuals who have resided with you, or with whom you 
have resided for the period January 1, 1945, to date? 


Relationship From To 


INN, SING sient nmeuccdsctesedncck Father-in-law__.......| June 1949 Date of death, 
Joanne Barrett Bartlett..............._-- Daughter... .___-- . Birth Nov. 11, 1950. 
Mildred C, Barrett...........-- Senders aaah WE ah ..| Marriage Present. 


34. Who are the persons residing with you who have been totally or partially 
dependent upon you for support from January 1, 1945, to date? 


Name Relationship From— To— 


Mildred C, Barrett___. : Wife Marriage- . Present date, 
Joanne Barrett Bartlett.__- ....| Daughter_.-__-_- Birth Novy. 11, 1950. 


| 
| 


25. Who are the persons other than those residing with you who have. been 
totally or partially dependent upon you for support from January 1, 1945, to 
date? —, 

26. What persons, if any, have contributed to the support of your household, 
for the years set forth below? None per Canfield letter. 

27. What persons, if any, paid for room or board in your household in the 
years set forth below: Berkley Inge, Sr. Amount of contribution : ——. 

28. What life insurance policies do you, your wife, your children, or any 
other dependents now own or possess, or have you or they owned or possessed 
from January 1, 1945, to date? See attached sheet. 

29. What are the amounts of premiums paid on the policies listed in question 
28 from January 1, 1945, to date, and who has paid the said premiums? See 
attached sheet. 


ANSWER TO QUESTIONS NO, 28 AND NO, 29 


1. Policy No, C117595 issued by Police and Firemen’s Insurance Association 
dated July 11, 1934, on the life of Robert J. Barrett, in the sum of $2,000, bene- 
ficiary Mildrea Barrett, wife, premiums $2.50 per month. 

2. Policy Nu. A348784 issued by the Paul Revere Insurance Co. of Worcester, 
Mass., dated January 15, 1946, on the life of Robert J. Barrett, in the sum of 
$2,000, beneficiary Mildred Barrett, wife, premiums $60 per annum payable 
quarterly. 

3. Policy No. 6454417 issue by the Life Insurance Co. of Virginia, dated July 
24, 1983, on the life of Robert J. Barrett, in the sum of $500, beneficiary Mil- 
dred Barrett, wife, premiums 32 cents weekly (industrial policy). 

4. Policy No. 8084295 issued by the Life Insurance Co. of Virginia, dated May 
19, 1941, on the life of Robert J. Barrett, in the sum of $500, beneficiary Mildred 
Barrett, wife, premiums 46 cents weekly (25-year endowment policy). 

5. Policy No. 54575318 issued by the Metropolitan Life Insurance Co., dated 
January 22, 1917, on the life of Catherine M. Inge, in the sum of $100, beneficiary 
appears to be Catherine M. Inge and policy appears to be fully paid. 

6. Policy No. 78792800, issued by the Metropolitan Life Insurance Co., dated 
September 28, 1925, on the life of K. Mildred Inge, in the sum of $234, beneficiary 
Catherine M. Inge and appears to be another paid-up policy. 

7. Policy No, 3586217M, issued by the Metropolitan Life Insurance Co., dated 
December 1, 1940, on the life of Mildred Barrett, in the sum of $600, beneficiary 
Robert Barrett, premiums $2.02 monthly. 

8. Policy No. 140122590 issued by the Metropolitan Life Insurance Co., dated 
January 20, 1947, on the life of Mildred C. Barrett, in the sum of $500, beneficiary 
tobert J. Barrett, premiums 54 cents weekly. 

9. Policy No. 31188, issued by Supreme Ladies’ Auxiliary, Knights of St. 
John, dated September 28, 1944, on the life of Mildred C. Barrett in the sum 
of $100, beneficiary Robert J. Barrett. Remains in effect without payment of 
premiums while member in good order. 

10. Policy No. 858, issued by Metropolitan Police Relief Association of the 
District of Columbia (Female Branch), dated July 1, 1944, on the life of Mildred 
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C. Barrett, in the sum of $500; beneficiary seems to be estate; premiums, 5() 
cents per month. 

11. Policy No. 115813742, issued by Metropolitan Life Insurance Co., dated 
September 4, 1933, on the life of Joanne Barrett, in the sum of $50; endowment 
policy ; beneficiary, now Frederick S. Bartlett; weekly premium, 15 cents. 

12. Policy No. 18348422, issued by the Prudential Life Insurance Co. of 
America, dated December 6, 1950, on the life of Joanne B. Bartlett, in the sum o! 
$1,000; beneficiary, Frederick S. Bartlett; premiums, $9.23 quarterly. 

13. Policy No. 391213608, Prudential Life Insurance Co., dated January 2 
1951, on the life of Joanne B. Bartlett, in the sum of $500; beneficiary, Frederick 
S. Bartlett; premiums weekly, 24 cents. 

14. Policy No. 886382, issued by Virginia Life & Casualty Co., dated November 
1, 1937, on the life of Joanne Barrett, in the sum of graduated benefits under 
endowment plan, beneficiary, Frederick S. Bartlett; weekly premium, 50 cents 

15. Policy No. 15451696, issued by Metropolitan Life Insurance Co., dated May 
1, 1945, on the life of Joanne Barrett, in the sum of $1,184; beneficiary, Mildred 
C. Barrett, mother (policy about to be changed to Frederick 8S. Bartlett, hus 
band) ; premiums, $60 per annum, payable $5 per month. 

On policies of a husband and wife, premiums paid by husband. On policies 
of Joanne Barrett, premiums paid by father until 1946; thereafter paid }) 
Joanne Barrett. 

30. Did you, your wife, your children, or dependents, within the period Jan 
ary 1, 1945, to date, borrow any money on any life-insurance policies? No. 

31. Did you, your wife, your children, or any dependent receive, within th: 
period January 1, 1945, to date, the cash-surrender or maturity value of any 
life-insurance policies? No. 

32. Were there any other types of insurance, such as automobile, acciden 
health, hospitalization, fire, theft, floater, or liability, etc., issued, within th 
period January 1, 1945, to date, in your name, in the name of your wife, you 
children, or in the name of any dependent of yours? If so, give the following 
particulars with respect to any such additional type of insurance: Name ot 
assured, type, insurance company, and policy number: Robert J. Barrett et ux 
personal property, Home Fire & Marine, No. B3878317; Robert J. Barrett et ux 
fire, lightning, Home Insurance Co., No. 4716; insurance on home e¢arried 
through Oriental Building & Loan Association; Robert J. Barrett et ux. 
hospitalization, group hospitalization, No. 383630; I always carried public | 
bility, fire and theft insurance on my automobile. I have no records prior | 
1950. In 1950, I carried a $25,000-$50,000 policy. I carry the same on m) 
present car. Annual premiums, $121.13, Hartford Accident & Indemnity, wit! 
comprehensive, etc.. premiums, $78. 

33. Have you, your wife, your children, or any of your dependents paid a) 
premiums on insurance policies of any type from January 1, 1945, to present’ 
See answer to questions Nos. 28 and 29. 

34. Automobiles: 

(a) Do you, your wife, your children, or any dependent now own, or did 
you, your wife, your children or any dependent, within the period January | 
1945, to date, own an automobile in your name, the name of your wife, your 
children, or any dependent, or in any other name? Yes. 

If so, give the following particulars with respect to each such automobile 
(use a separate column for each automobile and a separate sheet for each addi 
tional automobile for which there may not be space on this page): Name of 
owner, year and make, license plate No., date purchased, total purchase pric 
eash paid, source of cash, trade-in-allowance, amount of monthly installments 
name of finance company, purchase from and address: See attached sheet. 

(b) Do you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, pay garage rent, or 
during the period January 1, 1945, to date, have you, or they, paid garasg 
rent? No. 

ANSWER TO QUESTION NO. 34 


According to my recollection, the following is submitted: 

In 1942, my wife and I purchased a 1942 Pontiac at a cost of $1,500. Thr 
initial payment (the amount of which I do not recall) was made from our own 
resources and the balance financed through the GMAC, 

After the war, it was impossible to buy a new automobile. On or about Janu 
ary 23, 1946, my wife and I purchased a 1941 Chrysler for $1,140, all cash, title 
taken in the name of Mildred and Joanne Barrett. I sold the 1942 Pontiac an 
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believe I received $1,000 for it. My wife and I, as trustees, had been building 
up a little savings account for cur daughter, Joanne, in the Oriental Building and 
Loan Association of Washington, D. C., account No. 15,134. With the consent of 
our daughter, we withdrew $500 from that account on January 18, 1946. That 
money, together with what I received on the balance of the 1942 Pontiac, pro- 
yided the source of funds for the purchase of this car. This car, being a second- 
hand ear, practically fell apart and made it difficult for me to use same as 
detective. 

On February 8, 1946, I purchased a 1941 Buick costing $1,400, from the Arcade 
Pontiac Co. I added seat covers and some accessories. running close to $100. 
This car was also unsatisfactory in my work, and I sold it for $1,500 on March 
11, 1946. On the same day, I sold the 1941 Chrysler back to the Allen Motors Co. 
for approximately what I had paid for it. 

On March 29, 1946, we purchased a new 1946 Pontiac sedanette from the Arcade 
Pontiae Co. at a total cost of $1,371. I added accessories and spent a good deal 
of money in repairs because the transmission from time to time refused to 
function. I paid for this car out of the proceeds of the sale of the two cars 
mentioned in the preceding paragraph. 

On May 3, 1946, I bought a new 1946 Pontiac sedan coupe at a total cost of 
$1,583.40. I do not have my records; but, as I reeall it, I paid a down payment 
and financed the balance through the GMAC. I used this car in my police work 
until sometime in August or September 1947, when I sold the same to my sister, 
Mrs. Marie Lanahan. She financed the whole deal through the GMAC and, as 
I recall it, I received a check from the finance company for $1,575. 

On July 9, 1946, I purchased a 1946 Oldsmobile sedan for $1,919.84, using what 
funds I had left from the sale of the 1941 Buick and 1941 Chrysler. ‘Title was 
taken in the name of my wife and daughter. This was done to compensate my 
daughter for the $500 we had borrowed in the purchase of the 1941 Chrysler, and 
the car was used almost exclusively by them or for the pleasure of my mother, 
then widowed, and used by me infrequently. Accessories and repairs added to the 
cost. I sold this car to the Arvin Motors about March 17, 1947, for $2,350. 

On December 17, 1946, I purchased a 1946 Buick from the Hyattsville Motor 
Co., for $2,300, at the same time selling the 1946 Pontiac sedanette back to the 
Allen Motors for $1,775, which funds went into the purchase of the 1946 Buick. 

The latter car also gave me considerable difficulty, and in Febrvary of 1947 I 
made a deal with the Capital Cadillae Co. for the purchase of a 1947 Cadillac 
sedan, costing $3,641. At the same time I sold the 1946 Buick for $2,400 and used 
these proceeds as a down payment on the Cadillac. As I recall, I paid the bal- 
ance off in full out of funds in the bank, or I financed the remaining payments. 
Because of lack of records, Iam not sure. This car proved too costly to operate, 
and in July, when I was elevated to major and superintendent, with an official 
ear provided by virtue of my office, I sold the Cadillae and received somewhat in 
the neighborhood of $3,800. I used $2,600 ont of these proceeds to make the 
initial payment on my Colonial Beach cottage, covered in answer to question 
No. 37. 

On October 9, 1947, I purchased a 1947 Pontiac sedan from the Arcade Pon- 
tiac Co. for $2,153.60. The proceeds from the sale of the Cadillac or the balance 
thereof remaining in our funds was used for this purpose. I sold it on February 
19, 1948, for $2,220. 

On February 23, 1948, I purchased a 1948 Pontiae sedan from the Areade 
Pontiae Co., title in the name of Mildred and Joanne Barrett for $2,196.45, the 
funds from the sale of the 1947 Pontiac being used therefor. 

On February 6, 1950, I purchased a 1950 four-door Pontiae sedan from the 
Areade Pontiac Co., title in the name of Mildred and Joanne Barrett at a price 
of $2,505.75. I paid $405 in cash, received a trade-in allowance of $1,500 for the 
148 sedan, and financed the balance. 

On April 13, 1951, I purchased a 1951 Pontiac four-door sedan in the name of 
Mildred Barrett for $2,489.53. I was allowed a trade-in of $1,950 on the 1950 
Pontiae and financed the balance. I still owe about S300. T still have this ear. 

35. Have any members of your family, within the period January 1, 1940, to 
date heen married, engaged, confirmed, ete.? Yes. 

If so, (a) what was the oceasion? Daughter married. (hb) When was the 
occasion? November 11, 1950. (c) What was its cost? Around 85,000. (d) 
Who paid the cost? Parents. (e) Where did it take place? Nativity Roman 
Catholic Church. 
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36. Does anybody hold for you, your wife, or dependents, any money, securi- 
ties, jewelry, or valuables, worth in excess of $250? No. 

37. Real estate (for entire answers to this or related questions, see attached 
sheet): (a@) Do you, your wife, your children, or any of your dependents, now 
own any real estate? (0) If so, how many parcels? (c) Give the following par- 
ticulars with respect to each such parcel (Nore.—Use a separate sheet for each 
parcel of real estate): Location or address. In whose name is title? How re 
lated to you? Type of property. Date acquired. Name and address of seller, 
Purchase price. Cash paid. Source of funds. First mortgage at time of acqui- 
sition. Present amount. Second mortgage at time of acquisition. Present 
amount. First mortgagee: (@) Name, (0) address. Second mortgagee: (a) 
Name, (0) address. Set forth interest and amortization payments made, 

Were any additional payments made on the mortgages? If so, set forth below 
in detail. 

Set forth payments for the following items: Taxes: (a) Real estate, (5) 
water; assessments; repairs; improvements; painting; heating. 

What was the total rent paid by all tenants occupying this property? 

Do you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, now have an interest in 
any real estate, the title to which is not in the name of yourself, your wife, your 
children, or any dependent? None, other than family inheritance. 

If so, give the following with respect to each such parcel (using a separate 
sheet for each parcel of real estate) : 

(a) How many parcels? 

(b) Location? 

(c) In whose name was title? 

(d) Type of property ? 

(e) Date acquired? 

(f) Name and address of seller? 

(g) Purchase price? Cash paid? 

(hk) Source of funds? 

(i) Mortgages: (i-1) First? (i-2) Second? 

(j) First mortgage? 

(k) Seeond mortgage? 

(7) Interest and amortization payments made: (l-1) On first mortgage; 
(1-2) on second mortgage. 

(m) Were any additional payments made on the mortgages? If so, give 
details. 

(n) Set forth payments for the following items: Taxes: (—-1) Real estate, 
(n—-2) water; assessments; repairs; improvements; painting; heating. 

What was the total rent paid by all tenants occupying this property? 

Did you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, have an interest in any 
real estate, from the period January 1, 1945, to date, the title to which was not 
in the name of yourself, your wife, your children, or of any dependent? If so, 
give the following particulars with respect to each such parcel (using a separate 
sheet for each parcel of real estate) : 

(a) How many parcels? 

(b) Loeation? 

(¢) In whose name was title? 

(d) Type of property? 

(e) Date acquired? 

(f) Name and address of seller? 

(g) Purchase price? Cash paid? 

(h) Source of funds? 

(i) Mortgages: (i-1) First? (#2) Second? 

(j) First mortgagee? 

(k) Second mortgagee? 

(l) Interest and amortization payments made: (l-1) On first mortgage; 

(1-2) on second mortgage. 

(m) Were any additional payments made on the mortgages? If so, give 
details. 

(n) What were the expenses for the following items? 
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1945 1946 1947 | 1948 1949 1950 | 1951 


a _ —— — 


Taxes: 
Real estate: 5811 7th St. NW $121.22 |$149. 22 
Water ! 
Assessments !_ - 
Painting and repairs ! 
Improvements ! 
Heating ? 


$199.74 |$199.74 $214.72 [$214.72 


1 This other information on supplemental sheet No. 37 attached. 
2 Gas heating on budget pian with Gas Co., $23 per month for 9 months, balance about $5 per month 


What was the total rent paid by all tenants occupying this property? 

Did you, your wife, your children, or your dependents, 
during the period January 1, 1945, to date? None. 

If so, give the following particulars with respect to each such parcel (using 
a separate sheet for each such parcel of real estate): 

(a) How many parcels? 

(b) Location or address? 

(c) Date acquired? Title in name of? 

(d) From whom purchased? Source of money. 

(e) Purchase price? Cash paid? 

(f) Amount of mortgages at time of purchase? 

(g) When was property sold or transferred? 

(kh) To whom was property sold? 

(i) Type of property? 

(j) Selling price? Cash received? 

(k) Mortgage received, if any? 

(1) Terms of such mortgage? 

(m) Brokerage commission paid on sale? 

Did you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, during the period Janu- 
ary 1, 1945, to date, purchase, or contribute toward the purchase of real estate, 
or any interest therein, title to which was not taken in your name, or in the 
name of your wife, your children, or any dependent? No. 

If so, give the following particulars with respect to all such property (using 
a separate sheet for each such parcel of real estate) : 

(a) How many parcels? 

(b) Title in whose name? 

(c) Location or address? 

(d) Date acquired? 

(e) Nature of interest? 


sell any real estate 


ANSWER TO QUESTION NO. 37 
ORIENTAL BUILDING ASSOCIATION, 
Washington, D. C., November 16, 1951. 

With reference to lot 113, square 3203, 5811 Seventh Street NW., Washington, 
D. C.: Title held by: Robert J. and Mildred C. Barrett, tenant by entirety. 
Date acquired: April 11, 1944. Seller: Vito and Catherine Zappalla. Address: 
Unknown. Purchase price was given in application in April 1944, as $15,500. 
First mortgage placed April 11, 1944, for $9,500. Title shows no second trust. 

(Application for loan made March 20, 1944, indicates that Mr. and Mrs. Bar- 
rett had sold 526 First Street, SE. and it appears that the proceeds of this sale 
might have been used in connection with the purchase of 5811 Seventh Street, 
NW. A settlement statement of the District Title Co. dated April 11, 1944, case 
No. 806870 could reveal this and also give the address of the former owner of 
this property.) 

Original first trust placed April 11, 1944, $9,500, 5 percent interest per annum 
repayable $90 per month on the tax plan. (The $90 monthly payment incldes 
interest, principal, taxes and insurance. ) 

No record of any second trust. 
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Record of payments 


Balance of loan Dec. 31, 1944 
1945: Required payments $1,080. Payments made $1,275; $4 
interest, $126.49, 1946 real estate taxes, principal 


Balance of loan December 31, 1945 
1946: Required payments $1,080. Payments made $1,132.13; $392.36 
interest, $149.22 1947 real estate taxes, principal 


Balance of loan Dec. 31, 1946 
Additional loan for personal use Oct. 17, 1947______- 


1947: Required payments $1,080. 
interest, $199.74 1948 real estate taxes, $56 insurance, principal 


Balance of loan Dec. 31, 1947 
1948: Required payments $1,080. Payments made $1,100; $372.75 in- 
terest, $199.74 1949 real estate taxes, prinepal____ 
Balance of loan Dee. 31, 1948 
1949: Required payments $1,080. Payments made $3,010; $316.88 
interest, $214.72 1950 taxes, principal 3s 


1950: Required payments $1,080. 
terest, $214.72 1951 taxes, principal__.____._____ = i" G07. 8 
pence of ioan: Dec. Si. 3000... et ty Oo BUT O40 
Additional loan to purchase farm near Frederick, Md., made July 13, 
1951 : eat hisl Seet te ._. 6,000 


9, O40, 15 


terest, $214.72 1952 taxes, principal___________ 637 


Balance of loan as of Oct. 1, 1951 
R. A. XANDER, 
Secretary, Oriental Building Association 


Sometime in July of 1947, I decided to purchase a beach cottage at Colonia! 
Beach, Va., for the use of myself and my family and with the further idea ot 
providing a summer home for my mother, who, after the death of my father, was 
living in an apartment. Late in July or August, I entered into an agreemen 
to purchase lots No. 10 and No. 11, block 18, Colonial Beach, Va. The dea! 
was concluded about the first week in October. The price of the cottage was 
$7,700. The owner was Paul Newland. The latter had an outstanding mort- 
gage against the cottage. I paid $2,600 as a down payment. The procecds 
came primarily from the sale of the Cadillac. I either signed a new mortgage or 
continued the original first mortgage in the sum of $5,100. The holder of the 
mortgage is A. Roy Thomas, R. F, D. No. 1, Purcellville, Va. Payments are made 
monthly at the rate of $45 on principal and interest through the office of LeRo. 
Bendheim, Esq., Alexandria, Va. 

While I was negotiating for the sale of the cottage, we took my mother dow: 
to the beach and after discussion with her, decided to make some renovations 
and install some modern conveniences. I entered into a contract with Charles 
A. Knox Co. to do the renovations on a straizht cost plus basis. The renoy: 
tions were commenced about October or November of 1947 and finished by Fe! 
ruary of 1948. My mother, (I named the cottage Susie-Q after her) gave me 
approximately $2,500 over this period. I paid the balance out of my own funds, 
including a 90-day note dated January 8, 1948, to the order of Charles A. Knox i! 
the sum of $1,000, which he discounted at the bank of Westmoreland, Inc., 
Colonial Beach, Va. I ultimately paid this note off. Present balance of mort- 
gage is $3,795.07. 


Payments on it 
ments $45 mon 

Taxes paid on at 

Electricity - - -- 


1 No record. 
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1945 | 1946 | 1947 | 1948 | 1949 | 1950 | 1951 


Payments on interest and principal (pay- 

ments $45 month including both) ---_._..__|___- ‘ | $90.00 |$540.00 ($495.00 |$540.00 | $495.00 
Taxes paid on above property__........_.- : _...| 22.83 | 36.29] 50.36 | 72.00 80. 60 
Electricity . (1) | 18.00] 68.77 74. 58 41.78 





1 No record. 


NorTe.—No second mortgage. We use pargas. From 1947 to Oct. 1, 1951, the total is $231.96. 


Some time in July of 1951, I negotiated for the purchase of what is known as 
the Dutrow Farm, 220 acres, more or less, located 2 miles south of Urbana, 
Md. (Frederick County). The purchase price of the farm was $28,000. I believe 
| signed the contract in July of 1951 and took title some time thereafter. I pur- 
chased the farm from Amos A. Holter, trustee for Birdie F. Dutrow. I paid 
$10,000, cash, at the time of settlement. I raised that amount by borrowing 
an additional $6,000 on the mortgage on my home, 5811 Seventh Street, see entry 
Real Estate Loan Account No. 15,185, Oriental Building and Loan Association, 
dated July 18, 1951, and I sold my boat through Jack Richie Motor Co., of Rich- 
mond, Va., about August 1, 1951, for $4,246. I have no information as yet on the 
electricity, gas, etc. I have mislaid the information on the taxes on this prop- 
erty and since none are due and payable at this time, I cannot give the amount. 

With reference to that part of the question having to do with inheritance or 
interest in family’s estate, the following is submitted: 

Commencing in 1908, my father, William F. Barrett, now deceased, began to 
acquire real estate in the District of Columbia, taking title in his own name. At 
the time of his death on March 6, 1946, the land records of the District of Colum- 
bia showed that my father died seized and possessed of some 64 pieces of prop- 
erty in his name, with the exception of 8 parcels which were held in the joint 
names of my father and mother. Attached hereto is photostat copy of the list 
of properties prepared by my mother prior to her death, the handwriting on the 
second page thereof being her own. After my father’s death, and in order to 
comply with the law, an inheritance tax was duly prepared and filed. The prop- 
erties were appraised for tax purposes by competent real-estate men in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and submitted to the Bureau of Intern:l Revenue for its ap- 
proval, The properties were appraised at approximately $137,800. After nego- 
tiations with the proper officials of the Bureau this appraisal was increased 
approximately $10,000 and the taxes paid on that adjustment. 

My father died intestate. Upon his death the six children, including myself, 
entered into an agreement with my mother whereby she would receive the gross 
income from the entire estate so long as she lived and to that end an assign- 
ment of that estate unto her was prepared and duly executed by all children. A 
copy of the assignment is hereto attached. Although we did not receive our 
distributive share, each child paid his income tax on the assumption that it was 
received and proper returns made thereon. 

Upon the death of my mother, which occurred on April 27, 1948, she having 
died intestate, title to all of these properties, by operation of law, vested in my- 
self and my five brothers and sisters. Numerous real-estate houses have col- 
ected the rents and managed the properties, with the exception of one or two 
small ones for which the rents were collected for a short period of time in cash 
by my younger sister, and an accounting made to the rest of us. By agreement of 
the family my older sister, Marie E. Lanahan, and my other sister, Margaret B. 
\hearn, undertook by agreement the responsibility of making the repairs, pay- 
ing taxes, and doing all things necessary for the conservation of the property, 
save and except the collection of rents, after which quarterly checks were drawn 
to each of the children starting approximately December 1948 to date. 

My brother, John F. Barrett, died in Providence Hospital on June 14, 1951. He 
was unmarried. At the time of his death, investigating disclosed that he owned 
jointly with my sister, Margaret Ahearn, approximately $16,000 worth of securi- 
ties and four houses. My sister took title thereto immediately by operation of 
law, but, with the consent of the other members of the family, same were sold 
in open market and distribution made immediately by my sister to the remain- 
ing brothers and sisters covering their shares of John’s estate. He also died 
intestate. I received as my share of this distribution, $3,210.95, which check 
was delivered to me, as I recall, in October 1951. My brother John also left 
four pieces of real estate listed on a separate sheet with the appraised value for 
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sales purposes indicated. When sold I should receive a one-fifth interest ee ane 
therein f said Willi 

So far as the expenses incident to this vast undertaking, it would be humanly and ars) — 
impossible for me, at this time, to give you the details. I had nothing to do with he said Sus' 

» preparati fF tax r ; f "as , > sisters. wi ar in and to an 
the preparation of tax returns. That was done by my sisters, with the aid o ie 
competent tax counsel and returns made thereon faithfully each year. I made i mec nt 
appropriate returns on all moneys received by me for my distributive share as on a 
reflected on the statements given to me by my sisters. Internal Revenue has ex. ' as he 
amined all returns made on the estate and so far as I know, everything has been to = ‘ata 
paid which was legally found to be due and owing to the Government. estate, 


Street address 


ee 


517 H St. NE_.-. 

730 6th St. NE. (sold) 
1329 Eye St. NE 
1512 12th St. NW__-.- 
91 Myrtle St. NE. 
606 Blairs Court NE_- 
813 6th St. NE- 
726 6th St. NE 
1309 Wylie Court NE 

1311 Wylie Court NE 

607 Callan St. NE 

609 Callan St. NE 

48 Patterson St. NE 

2223 10th St. NW 

618 6th St. NE__. 

1607 5th St. NW 

326 9th St. SE 

33 Patterson St. NE___- 

2225 10th St. NW. 

2227 10th St. NW__. 

1655 Gales St. NE__- 

332 15th St. SE__. 

2237 12th Pl. NW 

616 K St, SE 

1301 and 1303 Wylie Court NE 
964 Florida Ave. NW . 

452 Ridge St. NW 

304 G St. SW 

1011 V St. NW 

1629 3d St. NW ‘ 

245 Warren St. NE 

39 L St. NE 

1008 Ist St, SE 


32 Defrees St. NW... 

49 Defrees St, NW 

47 Defrees St. NW 

20 Defrees St. NW 

18 Defrees St, NW 
421-437 Warner St. NW 
22 Myrtle St. NE 

1619 10th St. NW (sold) 


1714 Seaton St. NW_. i 
1302 Minnesota Ave. NE___..--- 
16 Defrees St. NW 

1778 T St. NW : a 

1938 Capitol Ave. NE 

12 Defrees St. NW___- 

633 L St. SE ileal 
407-409-411 Ist St. SE_. 

903-905 3d St. SE 
1028-1030-1036-1038 16th St. NE. 


624 Callan St NE 
26 Myrtle St. NE 


404 to 410 Franklin St. NW___._.____- 


Know All Men by These Presents: 


Lot No. 


805 
8 
62 
18 
177 
12 
59 
10 
108 
109 
115 
116 
208 
85 
71 
113 
14 
84-85 (808) 
86 
87 
183-Blk. 27 


146 

| 4, 5,6 
104and 105 
107 

40 (825) 

48 

35 

62 

47 

315 

30 

72 

103 

104 


78 | 
18 | 


129 and 137 
217 


66 


78 
10 
80 
62 
28 
E 
21 
828 
806 
1036-1038, 
800 
165 
215 


136-139 


ASSIGNMENTS OF RENTS 


| 
Square | 
No, 


833 
833 


1026 


278 
675 
858 
R58 
833 
1026 
1026 
856 
856 
672 
357 
834 
509 
945 
672 
357 
357 
4540 
1074 
271 
880 
1026 
357 
513 
540 
331 
551 
1033 
674 
740 


623 
623 
623 
623 
623 
509 
675 


364 


150 | 


5123 
623 
152 

4043 
623 
822 
694 
767 


4075 


856 | 


675 
510 


Date pur- 
chased 


Built 1908 
Mar. 28, 1921 
Sept. 13, 1923 
May 27, 1924 
Jan. 26, 1925 
Mar. 11, 1925 
Nov, 18, 1926 
Dec. 12, 1926 
Jan. 10, 1927_. 
‘a do 
Jan. 14, 1925 
do 
Aug. 10, 1937 
June 20, 1927 
Feb. 25, 1928 


Apr. 27, 1929-_| 


Aug. 13, 1930 
Aug. 20, 1930 
Aug, 17, 1931 
Feb. 10, 1931 


| May 6, 1931. 
| June 1, 1931 


May 3, 1932 
June 11, 1932 
May 17, 1933 
Sept. 29, 1933 
Oct. 23, 1933 
Jan, 10, 1934 
July 28, 1934_. 
Mar. 26, 1935 
Oct. 5, 1935 


July 19, 1935. __| 


November 
1928 

Apr. 14, 1936 
Aug. 17, 1936 
June 1, 1937 
Nov. 7, 1937 
Nov. 15, 1937 
Feb. 15, 1938 
Nov. 17, 1938 


Septembe 


1930, 
Feb, 8, 1939 
Apr. 4, 1939 
July 13, 1939 
July 31, 1939 
Aug. 10, 1939 
Nov. 3, 1939 
Dec. 15, 1939 
July 5, 1940 
Feb. 25, 1944. 
June 8, 1944 


Apr. 21, 1945 
Sept. 10, 1945 
Dec. 14,1948(?) 


That we, the undersigned, Marie FE. Lanahan, Helen B. Cryer, Robert J. Barrett, 
John F. Barrett, Catherine B. McGarraghy, and Margaret B. Ahearn, all adults 
being the children and all the heirs at law of William F. Barrett, who died in 
testate on March 6, 1946, the sole owner of a large number of parcels of rea 
estate to which we, as said heirs at law, became the equal owners upon the deat! 
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f said William F. Barrett intestate, for and in consideration of the sum of $1 
and our love and affection for our mother, Susie C. Barrett, do hereby assign to 
the said Susie C, Barrett, during her lifetime, all of our right, title, and interest 
in and to any and all rents that have or may become due and payable from said 
real estate, the said Susie C. Barrett, to assume the full responsibility for the 
management of said real estate and to maintain the same in good repair and keep 
t properly and adequately insured at all times at her own expense. She is also 
to pay at her own expense all and any expenses in connection with said real 
estate, including but not restricted to, taxes, water rent, electric, and gas charges. 
It is a further condition of this assignment that the said Susie C. Barrett will 
pay and hold us harmless from all and any amounts for which we are or may 
become liable as owners of said real estate, including but not restricted to 
estate, inheritance, and income taxes and liability for damages. 

We do hereby constitute and appoint the said Susie C. Barrett our attorney, 
with full power of substitution and revocation in our names or otherwise, but 
at her own proper cost, to take all proceedings and execute any and all instru- 
ments to fully carry this assignment into effect, and to perform every act and 
thing in and about the premises, hereby ratifying and confirming all that said 
attorney or her substitute may do. 

In witness whereof, we have hereunto set our hands and seals this 
day of eta 5 het kaekcg a 

Witness : 


[SI at] 


Marie EF. LANAHAN. 

HELEN B. CrYEr. 

Rosert J. BARRETT. 

JOHN F. BARRETT. 
CATHERINE B. McGARRAGHY. 
MARGARET B. AHEARN. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, to wit: 


I, Imogene V. Cunningham, a notary public in and for the District of Columbia, 
do hereby certify that Marie E. Lanhan, Helen B. Cryer, Robert J. Barrett, John 
F, Barrett, Catherine B. McGarraghy, and Margaret B. Ahearn, parties to a 
certain assignment bearing date on the F day of _., 1946, 
ind hereto annexed, personally appeared before me in said District, the said 
Marie E, Lanahan, Helen B. Cryer, Robert J. Barrett, John F. Barrett, Catherine 
B. MeGarraghy, and Margaret B. Ahearn being personally well known to me as 
the persons who executed said assignment and acknowledged the same to be 
their act and deed. 

Given under my hand and seal this ___---____ day  ~_______--_~ _, 1946. 

Notary Public, D. C. 

38. (a) At the present time, is there any property, real or personal, the title 
to which is not in your name, your wife’s name, your children’s name, or the 
name of any of your dependents, the use of which you, or they, now have, or 
the benefits of which you, or they, now receive? See explanation family estate 
reflected on separate sheets. 

(b) During the period January 1, 1945, to date, was there any property, real 
or personal, the title to which was not in your name, your wife’s name, your 
children’s name, or in the name of any of your dependents, the use of which you 
or they, now have, or the benefits of which you, or they, now receive? Same as 
No. 37. 

39. Bank accounts: 

(a) Have you, your wife, your children, or any of your dependents any bank 
accounts within the District of Columbia, or elsewhere; such as, but not limited 
lo savings, checking, trust, postal savings, credit-union account, Christmas ¢lub, 
uilding-loan account, ete., in your name, the name of vour wife, in the name 
of your children, or in the name of any dependent, or in any other name? 

If so, give the following information with respect to any, and all, such bank 
accounts : 

Name of depositor, name and address of bank, kind of account, and present 
alance: Mildred C. Barrett, Christmas savings, First Federal Savings, $600 with- 
lrawn at Christmas 1950; Mildred C. Barrett, Christmas savings, First Federal 
Savings, $750 on account, 1951; Robert J. Barrett and wife, American Security 
& Trust, joint checking, $4,470.75; Mildred C. Barrett, Oriental Building & 
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Loan, share savings No. 16236, $916.11; Robert J. Barrett and wife, Orienta) 
Building & Loan, real-estate loan, still owe $8,337.37 on house; Fred Bartlet: 
and wife, Hamilton National Bank, savings, $925; Joanne Barrett, Orienta| 
Building & Loan, share savings, No. 17480, $1,171.90; Fred Bartlett and wife 
Hamilton National Bank, checking, $141.50; Robert J. Barrett and wife, trustecs 
Maurice C. Ganley, orphan, Hamilton National Bank, share savings No. 16207 
$263.35. 

(b) Were any bank accounts which you, your wife, your children, or any of 
your dependents had in your name, the name of your wife, your children, 0; 
the name of any dependent, or in any other name, closed out within the perio 
January 1, 1945, to date? Yes. 

If so, give the following information with respect to all such bank accounts: 


| Amount 
| withe 


Name and address of bank Date closed 


| 

Name of depositor | 
| 

Eee ae yee 

| 

| 


Jan. 10,1951 | 
July 9,1951 


Joanne V. Barrett _ _- | Oriental Building and Loan 
Berkley Inge, Sr., and Mildred ©, Bar- | Lincoln National... 
rett, jointly wit h right of survivor, 


! Transferred from Oriental Building and Loan No. 15134 to open new account under name Joan: 


Bartlett. 
2 Withdrew to hold for wife and her brother. Wife deposited $800 in bank; made partial distribution ¢ 
her brother; holds balance. 


(c) If you, your wife, your children, or any dependent had, or have, checking 
accounts, have the canceled checks and stubs been retained? Some have been 
some are lost. 

(d) Were any deposits in excess of $500 made within the period January 1 
1945, to date, in any account in your name, in the name of your wife, your chi! 
dren, or in the name of any dependent, or in any account in which you, your wif 
your children, or any dependent, had any interest, jointly, separately, or othe: 
wise, or in any account held for you, your wife, your children, or any depende: 
by any other person or fictitious person? See attached sheet. 

If so, give the following information with respect to each such deposit : Name 
of depositor, name of bank, amount, date; specify source of funds deposited 


ANSWER TO QUESTION 39 (D) 


Robert J. Barrett and wife in American Security & Trust Co., northeast branc} 


Date Source of funds deposited 


1945—Nov. 17 Can’t recall at this time; tei for records 
1946— Mar. 13__- Proceeds sale of car- ; ; 
1947—Feb. 12_.......|.....do 
Mar. 18___- ae ee 
Aug. do 
Sept. 19__- Sale car to sisters_.__- 
Oct. ‘ 3 _| Loan from building and loan association plus per 
1950—Jan. 20__- Sale of boat eee 
July 6. Dividends family estate 
1951—Mar. 6 Proceeds sale of house in estate, e, plus small amount personal funds 
July 29.._- Proceeds family estate __- ‘ casei Ie 2 iets eins ; 
July 9.._______| Proceeds father-in-law est ate_ 
July 30____- Sale of boat_ dae 
Aug. __| Loan, Oriental Building and Loan, and personal funds 
Sept. 25_- Partial distribution brother’s estate ibe atiate 
Nov. 7 Deferred pay check... - 


WITHDRAWALS 


Some of my checks to 1948 have been mislaid. What I have appears as follows 


Disposition of funds withdrawn 


Paul Newland---- aes 
| Jack Ritchie Motor Co... 
| Amos A. Holter, trustee 
| Fred Jones 


1947—Oct. 6 

1951—Jan. 23... .-- 
Bent. 37... ; 
Oct, 5... 
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Robert J. Barrett and wife real-estate loan account, Oriental Building and 
Loan account No. 15,185: 


. 
Date Source of funds deposited 


1949—Oct. 18... .-. Distribution share of family estate 
Dec, 28 do 


WITHDRAWALS 


Disposition of funds withdraw: 


1949—Oct. 7_... ‘ Deposit in bank account 
1951—July 13. __- Payment on farm 


(e) Were any withdrawals in excess of $500 made within the per 
1, 1945, to date in any account in your name, in the name of | 
children, or in the name of any dependent, or in any account it 
your wife, your children, or any dependent had any interest, joint 
or otherwise, or in any account held for you, your wife, your childre! 
dependent by any other person or fictitious person? Same as 39 (d 

If so, give the following information with respect to each such 
Name of depositor, name of bank, amount, date; explain dispositios 
withdrawn. 

(f) Did you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, ever : 
in any bank account not in your name, your wife’s name, your child: 
or in the name of any dependent? No. 

If so, give the following information with respect to any such 
In whose name; name and address of bank ; explain interest. 

40. Safe-deposit boxes : 

(a) Do you, your wife, your children, or any dependent ; 
period January 1, 1945, to date, did you, or they, rent, or have ac 
deposit box? No. 

If so, give the following information with respect to all su 
boxes: Name of person to whom box is leased; name and address 
persons having access. 

(b) What are the specific contents of said safe-deposit boxes? 

(c) Did you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, ever 
deposit box an amount of money in excess of $500? No 

(d) What was the total number of visits to such safe-deposit box 
past year? None. 

(e) What were the dates and purposes of the last two visits t 
deposit box? 

(f) During the period January 1, 1945, to date, did you, your 
dren, or any dependent, ever have any interest in the use of saf 
or the contents thereof, held in the name of any other person, 
of a fictitious person? No. See Canfield letter. 

If so, give the following information with respect to 
boxes: In whose name; name and address of depository ; 
contents. 

11. Bonds: 

Have you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, purchased or 
United States war bonds or defense bonds during the period January 
to date in your name, your wife’s name, your children’s name, or in t 
of any dependent, or in any other name? Yes. 

If so, give the following particulars with respect to all such war b 
of bonds purchased? Two at $18.75 each, in 1945. Amount received 
sold? Serial numbers of bonds now held: Joanne, Q448268002-F 
Q709412160—-E, each in the amount of $25. 

42, Securities: 

(@) Do you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, own any st: 
or securities other than United States war bonds or defense bonds 1 
your wife’s name, your children’s name, in the name of any dependent 
other name? None. 
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If so, give the following particulars with respect to all such stocks, bonds or 
securities: Name of owner; number and description; date acquired; tota| 
purchase price; explain source of funds. 

(b) Did you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, during the period 
January 1, 1945, to date, own any stocks, bonds or securities, other than United 
States war bonds or defense bonds, in your name, your wife’s name, your c¢hij!- 
dren’s name, or in the name of any dependent, or in any other name? No 
See Canfield letter. 

If so, give the following particulars with respect to all such stocks, bonds, or 
securities: Name of owner; number and description; date acquired; total pur- 
chase price; explain source of funds. 

(c) Have you, your wife, your children, or any dependent sold any stocks, 
bonds, or securities, other than United States war bonds or defense bonds, 
during the period January 1, 1945, to date, or have any stocks, bonds, or securities 
in which you have had an interest been sold for the account of yourself, your 
wife, your children, or any dependent by any other person or fictitious person’ 

If so, give the following particulars in respect to all such stocks, bonds, or 
securities: Name of owner; number and description; date acquired; total pur- 
chase price; date sold; net selling price; explain disposition of proceeds. 

(d) Have you had an account with any stock brokers or other agencies for the 
purchase or sale of any stocks, bonds, or securities in your name, your wife's 
name, your children’s name, in the name of any dependent, or in the name of 
any other person, or in the name of any fictitious person, for the period January 
1, 1945, to date? No. 

If so, give the following particulars with respect to all such accounts: Name 
and address of broker or agency ; name of account. 

43. Did you, your wife, your children, or any dependent receive any interest, 
dividends, or any other income from the above stocks, bonds, securities, and in 
vestments during the period January 1, 1945, to date? No. 

If so, give the following particulars with respect to all such income: Source, 
1945, 1946, 1947, 1948, 1949, 1950, 1951. 

44. Mortgage investments: 

(a) Did you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, during the period 
January 1, 1945, to date, lend any money and receive in return as security a 
mortgage or other interest in real estate in your name, in the name of your wife, 
your children, or of any dependent, or in any other name? No. 

If so, give the following particulars with respect to each such mortgage (using 
a separate column for each mortgage transaction): Name of lender, name of 
borrower, describe mortgaged property, amount loand, date of loan, source of 
cash loaned. 

(b) Did you, your wife, your children or any dependent, during the period 
January 1, 1945, to date, ever lend any money and receive in return as security 
a chattel mortgage or other interest in personal property in your name, the name 
of your wife, your children, or of any dependent, or in any other name? No. 

If so, give the following particulars with respect to each such mortgage (same 
as (a) above). 

45. Personal property: 

Did you, your wife, your children, or any dependent buy any article of personal 
property within the period January 1, 1945, to date in your name, the name of 
your wife, your children, or any dependent, or in the name of any other person, 
or in the name of any fictitious person, the price of which exceeded $200, such as 
jewelry, furs, art objects, piano, radio, television, rugs, silverware, househould 
furnishings or appliances, oil burner, refrigerator, laundry machine, boats, etc.’ 
Yes. 

If so, give the following particulars with respect to such articles: 

Article, Leather chair, purchased from William E. Miller Co., address Fighth 
and Pennsylvania Avenue SE., January 6, 1950, price $220.91; sofa, William EF. 
Miller Co., Eighth and Pennsylvania Avenue SE., December 1, 1947, $225: 
Boats, Garwood, Colonial Beach July 15, 1948, $1,500; Jack Richie Motor Co., 
Richmond, Va., February 1950, $4,300, sold old boat $2,000; Jack Richie Motor 
Co., Richmond, Va., traded for new boat about even September 1950. I sold this 
boat July 1951 for $4,246. 

46. Charge accounts: 

Do you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, now have or, during the 
period January 1, 1945, to date, have you, or they, had any charge accounts, 
deposit accounts, or deferred-payment accounts in your name, the name of your 


Ce eee, eee: ee. ees... Cee wees 6 
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wife, your children, or of any dependent, or in the name of any other person, or 
in the name of any fictitious person? 

If so, give the following particulars: Name of account, name of store address: 
R. J. Barrett and Wife, William E. Miller Co., Eighth and Pennsylvania Avenue 
SB.; Joanne Barrett, Woodword & Lothrop, Garfinckel, Raleigh Haberdasher ; 
Robert J. Barrett, Jos. Wilner & Co., Fourteenth and H Streets NW. 

47. (a) Do you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, now have, or 
did you have, or did they have, during the period January 1, 1945, to date, any 
valuables, including cash and securities in excess of $500, at your residence, or 
at any other place? Yes. 

(b) Does any other person, or fictitious person, have or hold for you, your 
wife, your children, or any dependent, any valuables, including cash and 
securities in excess of $500, at your residence, or in any other place? Not that I 
know of. 

(c) Has any other person, or fictitious person, held for you, your wife, your 
children, or any dependent, any valuables, including cash and securities, in 
excess of $500, at your residence, or any other place, during the period January 
1.1945, to date? Not that I know of. 

If so, give the following particulars with respect to each such sum of :oney, 
securities and valuables: In whose name, amount or item, place, source of 
funds, date: From time to time we have had amounts of over $500 in the house 
or in my safe at headquarters. This would include money from sale of auto- 
mobiles. My wife still has over $1,500 balance from closing out her father’s 
joint checking account. Don’t believe ever had more than $2,000. 

49. What was the total amount spent by you, your wife, your children, and 
dependents for vacations away from home; i. e., resorts, trips, children it camp, 
ete., for each of the following years: 1945, 1946, 1947, 1948, 1949, 1950, 1951? 
Kept no records. Cannot answer. 

50. Did you, your wife, your children, or any dependents, spend in excess of 
$100 annually during any of the following vears, for any hobbies, such as 
but not limited to—photography, book clubs, collector items, fishing, golfing, or 
other sports, etc.? Do not think so; have never kept records. 

If so, give the following particulars with respect to each such hobby: Hobby, 
amount expended. 

51. Did you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, during the follow- 
ing years, belong to any club or organization which required the payment of 
dues of more than $10 per annum? 

If so, give the following particulars with respect to each such club or organiza- 
tion: 


Annual] dues paid 
Club or organization - m7 : : = 
| 
1945 | 1946 | 1947 | 1948 | 1949 | 1950 | 10951 


Benevolent and Protective Order of Elks $16 $16 $16 $16 $16.00 | $16.00 $16 
Corinthian Yacht Club 24 24.00 24 00 24 
Knights of Columbus 12. 50 12. 50 12 
Boys’ Club 

Board of Trade 15 15 15 15 15.00 15.00 15 


-~) 


52. What is your estimate of the total charitable and other contributions 
made by you, your wife, your children, and dependents, for the following years? 
1945, $138: 1946, $158: 1947, $828: 1948, $593; 149, $750; 1950, $720; 1951, $720 
(estimated ). 

53. What is your estimate of the amount spent by you, your wife, your children, 
and dependents, for gifts to others during the following years? Do not think 
we spent more than $100 per annum during this period other than modest 
Christmas gifts to family. 

54. Did you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, ever receive an in- 
heritance? Yes. 

If so, give the following particulars with respect to each such inheritance 
(using separate column for each inheritance): Name of person receiving in- 
heritance, Mildren (. Barrett. See answers to question 37, etc., as to mine 
(R. J. B.). Name of decedent, Berkley Inge, Sr. See answer to question 39, as 
to wife. Decedent’s residence at death, 5811 Seventh Street NW. 


94273—52—pt. 1——-25 
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55. Did you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, receive within the 
period January 1, 1945, to date, any pensions, disability benefits, dividends, in- 
terest, royalties, prizes, or gifts, etc.? Yes. 

If so, give the following particulars: 


} Amounts received 


Nature of item Source 


1945 | 1946 | 1947 | 1948 | 1949 | 1950 | 195) 


Television Family friend nr = : 
eh S ...---| Family friends. ----- Leica he are 


Nore.—Joanne wedding gifts too numerous to mention, November 1951. 


56. Do you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, own any other asset 
valued in excess of $250, and not previously disclosed herein? Not that I know of, 

If so, give details. 

57. Did you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, receive during the 
period January 1, 1945, to date, any income or money other than that already 
stated? Not that I know of. 

If so, give the following particulars: Name, source of income or money, 
amounts received. 

58. What is your estimate of the total cost of clothing and other wearing 
apparel for you, your wife, your children, and dependent for years 1945-517 
Impossible to estimate, other than to say they were modest. 

59. What is your estimate of the total medical, dental, and hospital expenses 
for yourself, your wife, your children, and dependents for the years 1945-51? 
Kept no records, impossible to estimate other than very modest. 1947, $702.30. 

60. What is your estimate of the average monthly cost of the following items 
for the years 1945 to 1950, inclusive: 





Electricity 


Telephone 


| Colonial | 
| Beach 


| Color 


th Bt. Beach 


7th St. 








1 See answer to question 37. 
2 No records. 
3 Estimated. 


61. What is your estimate of the total amount spent by you, your wife, your 
children, and dependents, for entertainment; i. e., movies, shows, sporting events, 
parties at home or at restaurants, night clubs, hotels, bars, and grills, etc., for 
the years 1945-51? Did very little entertaining, kept no records, impossible to 
estimate. 

62. What is your estimate of the total amount spent for domestic help in your 
home for the following years? 1945, none; 1946, none; 1947, none; 1948, none: 
1949, $500 ; 1950, $750 ; 1951, $250. 

63. What were the expenses, if any, incidental to your job, for which you were 
not reimbursed during the period January 1, 1945, to date? $10 per annum for 
bond as major and superintendent of police. 

64. Does anyone owe. you, your wife, your children, or any dependent money 
at the present time? Not that I can recall. 

If so, give the following particulars as to each and said sum of money: Name 
of debtor, address, amount of indebtedness. 

65. Are there now, or were there, any judgments against you, your wife, your 
children, or any dependent, in effect within the period January 1, 1945, to date’ 
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If so, give the following particulars with respect to each such judgment: I can 
recall no suits against me in my personal capacity. Records show I was sued on 
three or four occasions by virtue of my office together with other police officials 
for return of property seized in police activities. 

66. Has your salary been garnisheed during the period January 1, 1945, to date? 
No. 
If so, give the following particulars with respect to each such garnishee: Title 
of action, date in effect, present status. 

67. Have you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, received any money 
during the period January 1, 1945, to date, as the result of any lawsuit or claim? 
No. 

If so, give details. 

68. What is your estimate of the average weekly cost of all food products con- 
sumed in your home for the years 1945-51? Cannot even estimate prior to 
1948, probably $30 to $40 per week, after father-in-law’s death and daughter's 
marriage, now about $25 per week. 

Do you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, now have, or have you, 
or they had any debts contracted not as a result of loans during the period 
January 1, 1945, to date? Not that I know of, except repairs to cottage and store 
accounts. 

Did you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, within the period of 
January 1, 1945, to date, borrow any money in excess of $100? Yes 

If so, give the following particulars with respect to each such sum: 


Name of borrower 
Name of ddress 0 \ moun Date 


Robert J. Barrett, et ux Oriental Building and ) October 1947 
Loan 

Robert J. Barrett City Bank 9th ard New York Ave ( 27, 1948 

Do Alfred P. Dicker 03 Est. NW i 23. 1950 


Unpaid balance—Unpaid balance as of January 1, 1951: Alfred P. Dicker, 
$3,500. 

Did you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, lend any money in excess 
of $100 to anyone within the period January 1, 1945, to date? Not that I can 
recall. 

If so, the following particulars with respect to each such sum of money: 
Address and name of borrower, name of lender and address, amount borowed, 
date, 

Did you file an income-tax return for the following years ?—1945, 1946, 1947, 
1848, 1949, 1950—Yes. 

If so, at what collector's office were the returns filed ?—No. 6, Baltimore, Md. 
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Statement of financial condition 


(Include all property, real and personal, held individually or jointly, and || 
property, real or personal, in which you have any interest of any description 
whatsoever. ) 











664.25 | 242.90 | 
Cash anywhere else---- rot al ae " 
Due from others (loans, etc.). aoe eee Ms hon 
Automobiles (state value in | 

dollars) - . ...-. ain) By 500. 00 | 1,970.00 | 2,154.00 | 2,196.00 | 2, 196.00 | 
United States savings pee | | | 


| | | 5 
Jan 1, | Jan 1, | Jan’1, Jan 1, Jan 1, | Jan 1, | Oct’, 
| 1946 | 1947 | 1948 | 1949 1950 1951 | 1951 
| i 
qe SSS re | | ee | —— | 
| } j | j 
ASSETS ! 
i | | | | 
Cash on hand (estimated) -- Pes 00 |$1, 250.00 | $750.00 | $250.00 | $250.00 | $250 | $250. 0 
. is WOR so as <8 5 . | 369. , 470 
| 


(issued at cost)... 12.50/ 11250) 1250} 1250} 1250/ 11250) 1 
Other stocks and bonds Jct hn tebebie eet ide ; 
Real estate. - 500. 00 | /15, 500.00 123, 200. 00 |23, 200. 00 23, 200. 00 laa, 200. 00 | 51, 90 
Household furniture, furnish- 
ings, and silverware. | 1,875. 00 | 1, 875. 00 1,875.00 | 1,875.00 | 1,875.00 | 1,875.00 | 1,875.0 
} 100. (x 


Silverware, etc (inheritances) - ‘ 


Other property. ee ig 333. 00 117, $33.00 | 


°6, 000. 00 26, 000. 00 (28, 837. 00 | 33, 400. 00 


Jewelry and furs____. 4: "100. 0 | 100.00 | 100.00 | 100. 00 | 100. 00 100. 00 


LIABILITIES ! 
| | | 

Money due financial institu- | | 

tions __._. 8, 167.00 | 7,576.00 | 7,743.00 | 7,216.00 | 4,738.00 | 3,040.00 8, 402. 3 
Notes and accounts payable. .__|_____._- onsene 6, 100.00 | 5,046.00 | 4, 728 .00 | 9,852.00 | 25, 045. 07 
Taxes due__. ti Sei ia 3 re Bia ; nae Brice 
Real estate mortgages ‘. —s 
Chattel mortgages. - poaral 
Judgments. -- ficial es 
Other liabilities. ..............- | ; 
Net worth ___ danke _|13, 235. 00 |30, 716. 00 | 32, 341. 00 |42, 253. 00 |44, 537.00 (44, 408.00 | 60, 550 


1 If you cannot remember the exact amounts of the above items, write the words ‘‘not in excess of”’ in eac! 
item, 


I have prepared the above net-worth statement from records which I have 
personally examined and from explanations furnished by Mrs. Barrett and Mr. 
John Ahearn, and, in my opinion, the foregoing statements correctly reflect the 
net worth of Maj. and Mrs. Robert J. Barrett as of the afore-mentioned dates. 

Dated November 19, 1951. 

JOSEPH STEARNS, 
Certified Public Accountant, District of Columbia. 
WASHINGTON, 
District of Columbia, ss: 


I, - — ————., being duly sworn, state that I have read, and understand, all 
the items contained in the foregoing 26 pages of this questionnaire; that I have 
supplied full and complete information in answer to each item therein to the best 
of my knowledge, information, and belief, and that all the information supplied 
by me is true. 





Subscribed and sworn to before me this — day of ——, 1951. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 88 
Robert J. Barrett being first duly sworn according to law deposes and says 
that he has read over the foregoing questionnaire of 26 pages by him subscribed: 
that the matters and facts therein stated of his own knowledge are true; those 
stated upon information and belief he believes to be true. 
[S] Roserr J. Barrer! 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 19th day of November 1951. 
[S] Hoy ie D. Secrest, 
Notary Public, District of Columbia. 
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Exursit No. 3 
ARCADE Pontiac Co. 
Telephone ADams 8500, 1437 Irving Street N. W. 
Washington, D. C., May 3, 1946 
Car invoice (customer copy), No. 2406 


Sold to: Robert Barrett, 5811 7th St. NW., Washington, D. ©. 
Salesman : ————- ————_— 

Make: 1946 
PSLB—4028. 

Insurance coverage includes: (not noted). 

Optional equipment and accessories: Group F, $13.05; K, $47.45; A, $24.90; 
BE, $3.40; BDX, $27.10; N, $73.40; SC, $29.55; AF, $1.40. 


Pontiac; model: sedan coupe; new or used: new; serial No. 


Price of car... _-.- % a ‘ ca 2 $1, 242. 00 
Transportation charge 
Sales tax _- 


Delivered price 
Extras: Optional equipment and acce 
Sales tax on extras____~- 


Oren OOM PICO pac ee ae 1, 462. 25 
Transfer__ s ” ; t 18. 75 
Cost of financing (including insurance Cate: 4 ; ; 70. 00 

32. 40 

Total time price " 1, 583. 40 
Settlement : 

Deposit____-_ ‘ details sneha 500. 00 
Cash on delivery__.__.__~_- aie ere a 400. 00 
Used car: 

Type 

Serial No. 

Motor No. 
Payments: GMAC (12 x $56.95) ___- pares i 683. 40 


Total te ieee ae enlace Se 1, 583. 40 


Exntrit No. 4 
KEARNEY OLDSMOBILE Co. 
Sales and service 
7 New York Avenue NE., Republic 6444 
Washington, D. C., July 9, 1946 


Car invoice, customer copy No. 3250 
Sold to: Mildred C. and Joanne Barrett, 5811 Seventh Street NW., Washington, 
D. C. 
Salesman: House. 
[Duplicate copy ] 


Make: 1946 Oldsmobile: model: “98” 4 door sedan; new or used: new; serial 
No. 98-33186: motor No. 8—-6563H. 

Insurance coverage includes: (Not noted). 

Optional equipment and accessories: (Not noted). 
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Price of car 
Transportation 
Sales tax ___ 


$1, 5738. 00 


A 


Delivered price 

Extras: 

H 

M 

Z : ‘ ee ee 
Optional equipment and accessories: S 
2ees, tithe, ote....5. is. 
Sales tax on extras__ 


“ acicteres = - 1,919 


Total cash price 


Cost of financing (including insurance) __ 


Total time price 
Settlement : 
Deposit 7 
Cash on delivery_- wes 
Used car: Accounts receivable 
Type 
Serial No_ 
Motor No_ 
Payments: - 


|) ees 


I certify this is a true and correct bill of sale. 
R. J. KEARNEY 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 8th day of January 1952. 


[SEAL] LEA LICHTENBERG, 


a Notary Public, Virginia 
My commission expires April 5, 1955. 


ExuHIBIT No. 5 
IJAMSVILLE, Mp., July 25, 195! 
Broker Ratpxu W. Boyer, 
Frederick, Md. 

Dear Mr. Boyer: This is your authority to release and return to Robert J 
Barrett the sum of one thousand dollars now held by you as a deposit on my 
farm under contract dated July 5, 1951. 

The above-mentioned contract becomes null and void with the signing of this 
release. 

Respectfully, 
Cuas. W. Low! 

Witness: 

Puitie N. F. SHADE. 


Exuisir No. 6 


IJAMSVILLE, Mp., July 25, 1951 
sroker RALPH W. Boyer, 


Frederick, Md. 

Dear Mr. Boyer: This is your authority to release and return to Robert J 
Barrett, the sum of One Thousand Dollars now held by you as a deposit on my 
farm under contract, dated July 5, 1951. 

The above-mentioned contract becomes null and void with the signing of this 
release. 

Respectfully, 
Cuas. W. Low! 

Witness: 

Puivipe N. F. SHADE. 

[Written notation:] This is an exact copy of original made in my office, JI 

25, 1951. 


Rospert J. BARRETT! 
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EXxHIsit No. 7 
STATEMENT OF HOWARD VY. CovELL, INSPECTOR, METROPOLITAN PoLIce DEPARTMENT 


Mr. Chairman, gentlemen of the Senate District Crime Committee, and Mr. 
Bauman, every man in public life knows what it is to be “brushed” by someone 
who is seeking favors. A precinct captain is a special target for that type of 
person. It comes in all different forms, and one must be ever alert to separate 
the “wheat from the chaff,” but at the same time not to do an injustice. At the 
time of these occurrences, had I been on duty I would have acted differently. 
Being in my home with no outsiders to bear witness for me and not knowing 
just what the pitch was, I reacted in the manner that I have stated. My visitor 
acted in a manner to which I could not take offense. He violated no law and 
in fact informed me that he knew that I would lock him up if he did break the 
law. I did notify my commanding officer, Major Barrett, who acted surprised 
and questioned me closely as to whether or not I had taken anything (meaning 
money) from him or had I done anything for him. I assured Major Barrett 
that I had not and would not, and he informed me that if I continued in that 
manner I had nothing to worry about. 


On the second occasion when I informed 
the major, he again acted surprised and made the exclamation “Well, G—d.” 
He again questioned me and made practically the same statement as before. 
I wish to state emphatically at this point that Maj. Robert J. Barrett gave me 
his every support in the enforcement of the gambling laws of the District of 
Columbia and at no time did he ever direct, ask, suggest, or imply that I favor 
any gambler or gamblers or in any manner violate my oath of office as a police- 
man. 

I wish to point out to the gentlemen of this committee that my appearance here 
at this investigation was made possible when I admitted to the visits. Had I been 
wrong, I could have refrained from telling anyone, and if the gambler told it I 
would have been in a better position than he to deny same; but I made a clean 
breast of it and readily admitted it to Mr. Bauman when he questioned me about 
the incidents. I did nothing wrong, and I refuse to hide from an exposé by 
denying the true facts in the case. I am of the opinion that my record as a mili- 
tant enforcement officer of the gambling laws, together with my reputation among 
the citizens of the District of Columbia and the members of the Metropolitan 
Police Departinent, will refute any charges that I was involved with any 
gambler. 

In support of this statement, I would like to cite as an example a case where 
a merchant in my precinct sent me a Christmas gift of whisky. Afterward I 
learned that he was suspected of using his business for gambling purposes. I 
sent an undercover officer to get the necessary evidence, and when the evidence 
was available and a warrant obtained I personally conducted the raid. I rec- 
ommended that his ABC license be revoked, and he pled guilty to operating a lot 
tery. On another occasion an honest merchant was using public space for his 
personal benefit, and I went to him, informed him that he must stop. The mer 
chant consulted an attorney and refused to cease his operations on public space. 
I made both still and motion pictures of the operations, presented the case to the 
Corporation Counsel, where all interested parties were represented, and the 
Corporation Counsel ruled in favor of the merchant. The following Christmas 
the merchant sent me a Christmas gift of whisky although I had tried to enforce 
a law that would have seriously hampered his legitimate business. I respect 
him for his attitude in the case, and it is evident that he must respect me. My 
enforcement of the laws and regulations of the District of Columbia has been 
impartial in all instances. 

I have never accepted a gift of any kind from any person or persons for the 
purpose, either expressed or implied, that I would favor or cause to have him or 
them favored in any manner. 

This committee has all of my financial records, and there is nothing there to 
show that I have reecived renumerations except that of my salary as a policeman. 
I have no property other than my home that I purchased 12% years ago for 
approximately $10,750 and have fully explained to Mr. Bauman’s associates on 
which I still owe approximately $6500. I have no other property either in my 
name or anyone else’s name. I have no safe-deposit boxes nor holes in the 
ground, All of my resources were fully accounted for in the questionnaire. 

I have but one request of this committee: that is, if after your investigation 
vou find me to be an officer who has performed his duty without fear or favor 
and in an honest manner, that you so state that fact. If on the other hand you 
find to the contrary, I would expect the opposite statement. 
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xentlemen, I wish to thank you for this opportunity to make a statement coy 
cerning this investigation. The information that I must present, while it may 
appear to be egotistical, is necessary to show this committee that I have neve; 
violated my oath of office asa policeman. In making this statement and furnis 
ing the statistics I have collected, I ask this committee to understand that I do no: 
furnish these statistics with the intent to compare them with the work of othe, 
precinct commanders, as each precinct has different characteristics, and records 
made in one precinct May not be possible in another precinct; i. e., comparing 
downtown and outlying precincts. All members of this department have 
operated with me fully, or I would not have been successful in my work. 

{ was appointed a captain on April 1, 1948, and assigned to the command of 
the first precinct. The first precinct covers the downtown area from First Stree; 
NE. to Fifteenth Street NW., and from the center of the Mall to K Street Nw 
and NE., and embraces what is known as the downtown business section ; it has 
a very small residential section. 

Shortly after assuming command, I tried several systems of handling the vic 
problem but did not obtain the desired success. I revised my system, placing 
each of my three lieutenants in charge of one-third of the number of places 
suspected of vice. The three lists were arranged so that no one lieutenant had 
section of the precinct exclusively. This was not done because of any mistrust 
of my lieutenants as I had and still have explicit faith in each one of them, but 
rather to set up as nearly a foolproof system as was possible. <A sergeant and 4 
corporal were assigned to work with a lieutenant so that at all times tw 
officials would be available for surveillance and prevention work connected wit! 
the enforcement of the vice laws. Undercover officers were moved in and out 
of the precinct so that there was an unknown undercover officer available at 
all times. 

I established a vice file system of all suspected places in the precinct, obtaine:| 
photographs and police records of all known gamblers and made them a part of 
this file system which was available to any officer in the precinct. All members 
of the precinct were called upon to furnish information concerning suspect 
places within the precinct, and they responded with a great amount of materi 
that was made part of the files. All officials of the precinct were instructed t 
make unexpected and unannounced visits to these suspected places in pairs, and 
they were required to furnish a signed report stating all the facts surrounding 
their visit, including the names of the suspected operators or permanent hangers 
on. Ina number of these visits the officials walked into the premises and appr 
hended a number writer with the slips on him. The person was immediate 
arrested in some cases, and in others a warrant was applied for and the premises 
raided later. All reports from the undercover officers were delivered in a seale 
envelope to me. 

I also established a “precinct address” file in which was filed a record of any 
premises in the precinct that were continually having difficulties with the polic 
such as brawls, serious assaults, etc., so that all members of the precinct wou 
have a working knowledge of troublesome premises in the precinct. 

While assigned as commanding officer of the first precinct, I used every know! 
legal method at my command to enforce the laws and regulations of the Distric! 
of Columbia. I never permitted hijack jobs, nor did I approve of arresting ever) 
body in the premises for disorderly. I don’t condemn this type of enforcement 
it may be an effective method in some cases. After arrests were made on fh 
premises, I attacked their ABC licenses and their business licenses, and I 1 
ceived 100 percent cooperation from the ABC Board and the Commissioners 
Committee on Licenses. If the arrest was made in a residence or an apartment 
I notified the owner or agent that, under title 22, section 1505 of the District of 
Columbia Code, an arrest had been made for violation of the gambling laws of 
the District of Columbia and that they could be held to be an accessory to th 
fact. In one case the gambler took the eviction notice served by the landlord to 
court and the court ruled in favor of the gambler, but I feel that this method of 
harassment is both legal and worthy of continued use. I made a number of 
recommendations that I was of the opinion would help in the enforcement of th 
gambling laws. 

The gambling situation in the first precinct was kept foremost in my mind at 
all times and I discussed the subject almost continually at the various police roll 
calls. I issued a number of precinct orders so as to keep the members of th 
first precinct informed of the conditions, advising them of various decisions 
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C con handed down by the courts and gave them other points that would be helpful in 
t may the enforcement of the law. I conferred with the United States District Attor- 
neve ney’s office on a number of occasions and worked closely with them on a number 
ris of cases. One case that was made entirely on observations was praised by Mr. 
1o not Warren Wilson, former Assistant United States District Attorney, as the finest 
other observation case he ever had presented. At the time of that arrest, I had two 

of my lieutenants working in the same block on two different suspects, neither 
aTring knowing on what the other was working. I trusted both implicitly. The raids 
re CO were made so close together that they were almost simultaneous and resulted in 

the arrest and conviction of both parties. 

ind of Practically all of my cases were upheld in the courts. 
Str el The following statistics are furnished for the information of the committee so 
[ NW that they may have full knowledge of the gambling arrest record I made while 
it has commanding the first precinct : 

The number of suspected places in the precinct: 
Ee. nd OU ren 6 Bel ee ee baal 3 a? ae 
in  — ie : ee oe Gin s 
places a 
had 1951_-—-~-- : oer oo ; 
strust Total number of suspec ted pla ices res te eer a) 
n. but Total number of suspected places closed__________ es ; 26 
and : Total number of suspected places remaining_____- ee canines ; 33 


S tw During the period January 1 through December 31, 1950, the first precinct 

ys it personnel under my command: 

lf 

ble at Raided premises suspected of gambling _ aa pee zs 23 
Arrested persons on these premises : ee Seer : 44 

tained Arrested persons on public space for gaming 


art of Total number of charges placed against the persons arrested__ E 


mbers During the period January 1, 1950, through December 31, 1950, the activities 
pecte of members of the first precinct under my command in the enforcement of the 
or gambling laws were as follows: 
> tT 
. na Number of visits to suspected places by officials 
mding Number of officials making these visits ; 
ngers Number of visits to suspected places by undercover officers 
appre Number of undercover officers making these visits__._-_- . 


jiaate The reason that the period January 1, 1950, through December 31, 1950, is 
“MISes placed into the record is to show that the visit to my home in no manner affected 
SEALE my enforcement of the gambling laws; instead it acted as an impetus. 

The records of the Metropolitan Police Department as compiled in the annual 
of any report show the following facts: 


police os 
wou Fiscal year, 1949: 


Gambling (felonies) _--_-. ; a SU fe t 82 

snow! Gambling (misdemeanors) ee see SES ee 79 
istrict Fiscal year, 1950: 

ever Gambling (felonies) _---- ; ei j 23 : 54 

ont. as Gambling (misdemeanors) 76 
yn the Fiscal year, 1951: 

T re Gambling (felonies) —- pividlivbiedohie omer 2 129 


oners Gambling (misdemeanors) —~-~- Bhi g asa eeeeee 


tment The more important question before this committee is not “Why did this man 
riet of come to my home with Christmas gifts” but rather “Why was it that the infor- 
ws of mation was not put out for the grand jury of the Davis committee but was put 
to the out at this time.” There ah a number of reasons. Who stands to gain? Surely 
ord to I do not stand to gain. I don’t want to know the answer because I have never 
hod of held malice against any man and I am afraid that because of all the grief this 
ber of person has caused my family and friends, I might in a weak moment hold malice 
of the toward him and I don’t want to do so. I hasten to assure you that I don’t mean 
malice that would take a physical form, but instead one within my heart. 

ind at 

ce roll 

of the 


-isions 
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Exursit No. 9 


STATEMENT OF NATHANIEL Y. TAYLOR, DECEMBER 26, 1951 


By Mr. SoLtomon: 


Q. What is your name and address ?—A. Nathaniel Y. Taylor. 

Q. Your address ?—A. 1458 Coreoran Street NW. 

Q. You have lived there for some time ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How long ?—A. 30 or 32 years. 

Q. Are you married ?—A. Yes. 

Q. Children ?—A. One. 

Q. What business are you in now?—A. Right now I am running my sister's 
rooming house on Swann Street. 

Q. Prior to that what business ?—A. Prior to that I used to knock around, play 
crap and cards, and before that I had a truck and picked up trash and things 
like that. I had another truck that would handle contract work from time 
to time. 

Q. Were you in the numbers business ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You were engaged in that business until what month of this year?—A. Until 
the crime investigating first started. I would say until it got a big disgusting 
warm. 

Q. When did you enter the numbers business ?—A. Around 1947. 

Q. At the time that you started for whom did you work?—A. I was working 
for Anderson. 

Q. What is his first name?—A. Charles. 

Q. What was the size of your book ?—A. About $17 or $18. 

Q. In October of this year, 1951, what was the size of your book ?—A. Averaging 
from $150 to $180. Maybe a little more or maybe a little less. 

Q. Did you pick up numbers from other people ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How much did you get for the numbers that you picked up for other 
people ?—A. 5 percent. 

Q. How much did you get for the numbers you yourself wrote ?—A. 30 percent 

Q. In October of this year what was your net?—A. In November? Averaging 
around $180. Around in that vicinity. 

Q. A day ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where did you turn your numbers in?—A., To Ninth Street. 

Q. What location?—A. Northwest. 

Q. What is the street ?—A. Ninth Street between Florida Avenue and T Street 

Q. What kind of place was it?—A. It was an insurance office in the front 
and numbers in the back. 

Q. Whose place was that ?—A. I do not know whose place it was. 

Q. Whom were you working for when you turned in your numbers ?—A. I was 
working for Mr. Orian. 

Q. Orian who?—A. Whity Orian. 

Q. Do you mean Orian Whiting ?—A. I called him Whity Orian. 

Q. Who else worked for Orian on Ninth Street in the back of this office?— 
A. The girl’s name is Bessie, a fellow named Slow, a girl named Hazel, and 
another fellow named Nathaniel. 

Q. What equipment did they have in this office?—A. They didn’t have anything 
but a table and one adding machine in the back of this place. 

Q. What time did you turn in your numbers ?—A. About 10 or 15 minutes before 
post time. 

Q. What time would that be?—A. Post time would be 2: 30 or 3. 

Q. How long did you turn in numbers there?—A. The date I couldn’t say. 

Q. Approximately ?—A. Maybe 6 or 8 months, maybe more or maybe less. 

Q. Prior to that where did you turn numbers in?—A. On U Street. 

Q. In what block ?—A. 1300. 

Q. What kind of place?—A. It was an apartment. You just go up the stairs 

Q. Who worked there?—A. Same people. 

Q. Were you turning in to Orian Whiting?—A. Yes. 

Q. How long did you turn in at this location?—A. Let’s see. I would say + 
or 5 months, the best I can figure. 

Q. At that time were you working for Orian?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When you started in the numbers business whom did you work for? 
A. I was turning in to Anderson and I understood it was going to Simkins. 

Q. Did you ever turn in your numbers to anyone but Anderson?—A, No, sir 
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Q. During the time that you worked for Simkins, Anderson picked up your 
numbers ?—A. I gave them to him. 

Q. Did you ever go to Simkins’ headquarters?—A. No. 
Anderson, 

Q. Where?—A. To his shop and sometimes to Fourteenth and U. 

(. How long did you work for Simkins?—A. Well, let’s see. I would say 
from around 1946 or 1947 until 149, I imagine the latter part of 1949. 

Q. During that time did you turn in your numbers to anyone other than 
Charlie Anderson?—A. No. 

Q. During that time were you ever arrested?—A. Yes. 

(Q. Were you arrested some time before November 22, 1948? 
22, 1948. 

Q. For what? For possession of numbers?—A. Yes. 

(). Was that the only time?—A. For numbers? 
rested any other time * * #*, 

Q. The Mr. Beach you refer to, is that Sgt. James Beach?—A. Yes; and there 
was a corporal, 

Q. Where were you arrested?—A. I was arrested at Washington Street or 
Place NE., around Fiftieth Street. 

Q. Were you bailed?—A. Yes. 

Q. What was the amount of your bond?—A, I think it was $2,500. 

Q. Did you pay it’—A. No. 

Q. Do you know who paid the premium ?—A. No; I don’t know who paid it. 

Q. When did you call Charles Anderson on the day of your arrest?—A. From 
the precinct. 

Q. Did you tell anyone in the precinct you wanted to speak with him?—A. I 
don’t think so. 

Q. But you made a telephone call from the precinct ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How long after you were arrested were you bailed?—A. Let me see. I don’t 
know, to be truthful. 

Q. Did you ever pay any money as a premium on your bond?—A., I was turned 
in to Anderson and he and whoever he was working with were arguing about 
the bond money. 

Q. What did he say to you?—A. He said I would be charged with the money, 
but I said that he said he would pay and would get me a lawyer. 

Q. Did he get you a lawyer?—A. Yes. 

Q. Who was the lawyer?—A. Mr. Denny Hughes. 

Q. Did you pay him?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you have any other lawyer?—A. Mr. Mitchell. 

Q. How come you to get Mr. Mitchell?—A. Because Mr. Hughes didn’t act 
interested in the case. He didn’t ask for me to come there or nothing. 

Q. What was the disposition of the case?—A. (restated.) How did the case 
end? I was acquitted, because of illegal search and seizure. 

Q. The evidence was suppressed?—A,. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did anyone charge you for the lawyer or the bond ?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Were you ever charged for any other kind of service of this kind?— 
A. Was I? 

@. At the first of the month and the end of the month? A. It went to the 
other party. 

Q. During the past year while you were turning your numbers in to Orian 
it the first of each month what happened?—A. There was an ice sheet. 

Q. What do you mean by that?—A. We were to pay a certain amount of money 
for protection. 

(). Who charged you that?—A. Orian. 

©. How much did he charge you?—A. Fifty dollars. 

Q. When did he take this money ?—A. On the first of the month. 

(). Where?—A. He would add it to your ribbon and you paid it. 

Q. Who explained what this ice sheet was?—A. Nobody. It was understood 
what this was. 

Q. What did you understand this to be?—A. We understood that this was to 
issure us protection. 

Q. How long did you pay this ice sheet?—A. Each month I worked. 

(). How many months?—A. I would say from about 1949 until the present 2 
or 3 months. 

(). Did you ever pay an ice sheet to Simkins?—A. Not me. 

Q. Did you understand that Anderson paid an ice sheet to Simkins?—A. I 
understood that he paid it. 


I gave my numbers to 


—A. November 


I don’t remember being ar- 
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Q. When did that take place; at the first of the month?—A. I don't know 
about him. 

Q. Were the other collectors or pick-up men charged for ice?—A. I am almost 
positive that it happened. 

Q. What did this ice sheet look like?—A. There wasn’t such a thing as a look 
If you owed $120 for your ribbon you paid $50 which would be $170. 

Q. Who were other pick-up men working for Orian during this time?—A, | 
only knew them as their alias. Maybe Teddie, John, Slip. You called them just 
“Hello, Jim.” Or “How do you feel, Teddie.” That's all we would say. 


By Mr. BAUMAN: 

Q. I believe you said that you started writing numbers in 1947. Is that 
right?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You were turning in to a man named Anderson?—A., Yes, sir. 

q. And he in turn was turning in to Roger Simkins. Is that right?—A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. How long have you known Simkins?—A. Let’s see, 14 or 15 years. 

Q. That includes the time he was in Atlantic City ?—A. I don’t know about 
the exact time, but I know I have known him a long time. 

Q. Did you know him while he was in Atlantic City?—A. I knew him just 
as Simkins. I didn’t know him well. 

Q. He was bootlegging in Atlantic City ?—A. I think so. 

Q. Did you ever have a drink in his place?—A. At that time [ didn’t drink 
much. Just a little blackberry wine. 

Q. Did you ever have any blackberry wine in his place in Atlantie City ?—A 
No; I don’t think so. 

Q. Shorty, let me ask you this question: Simkins was running a blind tiger 
in Atlantic City +—A. What is that? 

Q. A speakeasy. Wasn't he?—A. I don’t know exactly. 

Q. Were you in it?—A. I went to a lot of places. I think Simkins had a 
place, but I don’t know exactly. 

Q. But you remember that Simkins had a place in Atlantic City at which he 
sold drinks?—A. Yes. He had a place but I didn’t drink any. 

Q. O. K. Now, after a while you started to turn in numbers. Is that right? 
A. Yes. I only knew one place where Simkins had beverages in Atlantic City 
and I don’t know much about Atlantie City. But I know he had a place here on 
O Street where he sold. 

Q. During prohibition?—A. Yes. I don’t know much about Atlantic City. | 
was a little too young. 

Q. When did you start turning in numbers?—A. Oh, I would say the later part 
of 1948 or early 1949, approximately that time. 

Q. Where did you bring the numbers to?—A. 1344 W Street NW. 

Q. How many people worked there?—-A. There was Bessie, Slow, Hazel, and 
Nat, they called him. That's about all I know. 

Q. That was a numbers drop, wasn’t it?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. By a drop we mean a place where pick-up men drop numbers?—A. Yes, sir 

Q. And the money?—A. Yes. 

Q. Did you see Simkins in that place ?—A. Two or three times. 

Q. In about how many months?—A. Two or three months apart. I don’t 
know. I really don’t recall. 

Q. But you do recall that you saw him there two or three times. There is no 
doubt in your mind about that?—A. No, sir. 

@. What did he do there?—A. He only gave us mischief for parking in the 
alley. Sometimes we would pull up on W Street. There is one-way parking 
there. ; 

Q. While he was there did you pick up money or bring in numbers?—A. Yes 

Q. Did you have a conversation with Simkins relative to borrowing $1007—A 
Yes. 

Q. When was that?-—-A. The exact time I couldn't say. But I would say it was 
the later part of 1949 or early 1950. 

Q. Who was present at that time?—A. The conversation we had was in his 
front room and there was no one there. 

Q. Was that in the front room of his home?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What did you say to him and what did he say to you?—A. I said to hin 
I needed $100 because I had to pay my car note and my little girl was sick at 
that time. I promised to pay him back. 
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Q. What did he say?—A. He said, “Well, son, I am quitting. You can go with 
Orian because Orian is the best man.” I promised him I would, and would pay 
him his money. 

Q. How long later did you go with Orian?—A. Well, I would say after that 
we started right on with Mr. Orian. 

Q. How long did you turn in to the same headquarters?—A. About a month 
or two, 

Q. After Orian had taken over?—-A. Yes, we went to W Street. 

Q. Where did the headquarters move then?—A. On U Street, 1300 block. 

Q. Did you ever see Orian in the headquarters on W Street?—A. I don’t 
remember seeing him there. I saw him at the one on Ninth Street 

Q. How many times did you see him there ?—A. Three or four times, maybe. 

Q. Were the same people working in the offiee?7—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When Whiting was in the office were pick-up men bringing in numbers and 
were they being computed on the adding machines?—A. Well, we were turning in 
numbers when he was there. But adding machines there was no reason to run. 

Q. Did you turn in any numbers when Whiting was there?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you talk with Whiting about it?—A. About the work? 

Q. Yes.—A. No, sir. There was no reason to talk about it. You just pay and 
go on, 

Q. How many times did you see Orian in that place on Ninth Street ?—A. Three 
or four times; just about that many. 

Q. When did you quit the headquarters job?—A. When things got a little 
tough and the Government was stepping in. 

Q. Did you tell Orian you were quitting7—A. No; because he quit. He was 
supposed to be quitting. 

Q. Did he tell you he was quitting?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How long ago was that conversation ?—A. It has been about a month and 
one-half. ° 

Q. What did Orian tell you?—A. That he couldn't work with the numbers 
and pay the Government too because people wouldn't cooperate. He could pay 
and pay the Government if everyone would cooperate together 

Q. What did he mean by that’—A. It seems he meant that the Government 
would get 10 percent or 20 percent on the gross. In other words if a man paid 
$100 he was supposed to get 10 percent off the $100 and when he turned in, 10 
percent was supposed to come off. 

Q. How did he want the people to cooperate ?—A. The plan was to add just 
according to how much the Government would get Instead of getting $600 you 
would get $540. Instead of a person playing $1 he would only be betting $0.90. 

Q. Did Whiting tell you this?—A. That’s the way it was explained 

Q. By whom?—A. Mr. Orian 

Q. Who else was there when he explained this? About how many people? 
A. Nathaniel. He showed me how it could be arranged. 

Q. Did Whiting tell you he was quitting at that time?—A. He didn’t quit at 
that time. He tried a few more days but then he called and said he was through. 
WASHINGTON, District of Columbia, ss: 

I, Nathaniel Y. Taylor, being duly sworn, state that I have made the fore- 
going statement of my own free will, without threat, promise of reward, or under 
duress, that I have read the questions and answers contained in the foregoing 
11 pages of this statement and do swear it to be the truth to the best of my 
knowledge and belief. 

{[s] N. ¥. Tayior. 

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 28th day of December 1951. 

[s] Car. J. BIRCKNER, 
Notary Public. 


ExHiBirt No. 10 
STATEMENT OF JACQUELINE TERRY, DECEMBER 17, 1951 


By Mr. BAUMAN: 

What is your name?—A. Jacqueline Terry 
Where do you live?—A, 1011 Euclid Street NW. 
How old are you?—A. 30. 
Are you married or single?—A. Single. 
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Q. Are you working at the present time?—A. No. 

Q. When did you last work?—A. I stopped working December 2, 1951. 

Q. For whom were you working before that?—A. John W. Carter. 

Q. What kind of work were you doing?—A. Barmaid in a cafe. 

Q. When was that?—A. That was in 1946. I stopped working in 1946. 

Q. For whom did you go to work at that time?—A. Orian T. Whiting, xfter 
about 3 or 4 months. 

Q. How did you happen to get that job?—A. As I said before, he was just 
starting into business, and he asked me if I wanted him to do any favor for ine 
I said no. He later asked me if I would work on the telephone for a couple of 
hours a day. 

Q. What business was he in?—A. He was in the numbers business. 

Q. That is also called the policy slip?—A. It is called the numbers business 
here. . 

Q. When you started to work for Whiting in 1946 where was his place of 
business ?—A. I was working at 2384 Champlain Street. 

Q. Did you ever work in your home?—A. That was it. 

Q. How long did you continue to operate out of your home?—A. As I said, he 
was just starting then and didn’t have much business and as time went on he 
added more business. As business added on he moved and took on more helpers. 
That was about 6 months. 

Q. Where did he move?—A. 1334 V Street NW. 

Q. Whom did he take on as helpers at that time?—A. I don’t think he moved 
there first. He moved to Ninth Street. The first girl he took on was a girl 
named Adelaide Brown. 

Q. Where does she live?—A. She lives in Northeast on G Street. 
know her address. 

Q. How long did he operate at Ninth and T Streets?—A. I really don’t know. 
I stayed at home and worked on the telephone. But I know it wasn’t long. He 
took a man on. 

Q. What was his name?—A. I think it was James (Slow) Wheeler. 

Q. In what year did he take on James Wheeler?—A. I think it was sometime 
in 1946 or 1947. 

Q. How long did you continue to work out of your home?—A. It wasn’t much 
longer because he moved to 1334 V Street and he took on more help. 

Q. Whom did he take on?—A. Nathaniel (Bud) Smith, Lucretia Killings, 
Russell (Roundhead) Perry. 

Q. What were your duties?—A. I was working on the telephone. 

Q. What did your work on the telephone consist of ?—A. Taking bets. 

Q. From whom? From his customers, numbers writers, or customers?—A. 
From people who weren't able to get picked up, and horse race bets. If someone 
wanted to place bets they called in. 

Q. How long was he at this location?—A. He was there quite some time. 

Q. Until what year?—A. I don’t know. Because they moved and I stayed. 

Q. When was that?—A. I couldn’t say. I stayed on the telephone. He took 
the machine operators to another place. 

Q. Where did he take them’?—A. I only know the man’s name. 
him “Moose.” 

Q. How long did that go on?—A. Well, they came back. 

Q. When?—A. They came back in about a year. But I don’t know what year. 

Q. How long ago was it?—A. About 3 years ago. 

Q. When they came back how many people did he have working for him?—A. 
The same amount, and they added another man too; he picked up somewhere. 

Q. What was his name?—A. Cutler Mason. 

Q. That takes us to about 1948?—A. Yes. 

Q. How long did the machine operators remain at this location?—A. They 
stayed there until last year. 

Q. What month?—A. October. I know that because we had to move because 
the Government was taking over the property to tear it down. 

Q. In October 1950 were you still working on the telephone?—A. Yes, but |! 
was also working full time. 

Q. Yes; I understand that. Was Whiting taking horse bets?—A. Yes; he was 
taking horse bets as an accommodation. 

Q. How much was he taking?—A. I don't know. He never had a whole lot of 
horse bets, but maybe $300 to $500 a day, mostly for accommodation, A lot of his 
friends would bet horses and that’s all. 
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Q. In addition to taking horse bets on the telephone were you also taking 
pumbers?—A. Yes, but he did try to keep the horse bets on my telephone, 
because I was more familiar with them. 

Q. How much in numbers bets were you taking over the telephone?—A. I 


took about $300 on the telephone, because most of the work was picked up. 


ce Q. Still talking about a year ago, and before he acquired any Simkins person- 
: nel, didn’t you tell me that he had 12 people working for him?—A. I think 
= Q. Name the people he had working for him at that time—A. Adelaide Brown, 
© Ol Nathaniel Smith, Russell Perry, James Wheller (Wheeler), Lucretia Killings, 
Cutler Mason, Will, Joe Morris (deceased), Al Lockhart, another fellow who 
ran his own work named Smithy. 
. 4). Is he the man they call White Smithy?—A. Yes. 
Q. That makes nine working for Whiting?—A. That’s not counting me and 
> of ny mother. 
Q. Were all of these people working in the office?7—A. Yes 
ie Q. Do they include the numbers writers?—A. No. 
ew Q. Do they include the people working at the drops?—A. No 
1 he Q. All of these people were working in the office?—A. Yes; tabulators or 
a pick-up men. 
Q. You understand that I am talking of October 19502—A. Yes. 
ia Q. How many drops did Whiting have at that time?—A. I couldn’t say because 
e¢ 


I didn’t know about all of them 
girl Q. How many did you know about?—A. Three, just about three, but it might 
have been more 


lon't Q. Where were they located?—A,. One was in the 1900 block of Ninth Street 
, NW., the other at Seventh and T Streets NW., and another in the 1300 block 
was if U Street. 
e 


Q. How many people were employed at each?—-A. I don’t know. I never was 
tany of them. 
‘ Q. Could you venture a guess as to the number Whiting had in October of 
time 149?7—A. I couldn't say That’s the only three that I was familiar with. 
There wasn’t any cause for me to know about them. I didn’t keep any record 
auch atall. He had a bookkeeper who did all the bookkeeping. 

Q. Who was the bookkeeper ?-—A it 





Ines, Q. Some time after October of 1949 Whiting’s staff greatly increased, didn’t 
2—A. Yes. 
Q. When was that?—A. That was just about October or November on the Ist, 
| either October or November 1, 19509. 
i—A. ©. How many additional people came to work for him at that time?—A. About 
leone Six or seven. 
Q. Would you name them, please?—A. Addie Whitehead, Nettie, Christine, 
~ Bessie Yates, Preacher. That's all. 
, : Q. What was the occasion for the increase in his staff?—A. He told me that 
took he was taking on some more business. He would tell everybody another story. 
3 He told me he was taking on some additional business. 
alled Q. Did he say whose business?—A. He said it was Simkins’ business. He said 
Simkins was giving it to him. 
Q. Did Whiting tell you that?—A. Yes; that’s what he said. 
year (). After that happened did you continue to work on the telephones?—A. Yes. 


: Q. Was his horse play still holding up at that time?—A. Yes. 
oA. Q. I believe you told me that at the time you left his employ the amount of 


P his business that you were handling was about $3,000 a day.—A. Yes; that was 
when I was working on the adding machine. 
ae Q. How many other people were working on the adding machines?—A, All of 
hey the girls I mentioned plus Buddy, Will, Smithy, Al Lockhart. 
Q. Were you working on the machines when you quit?—A. Yes. 
caus Q. Were the others who were running tapes totaling about the same?—A. Yes. 
Q. To the best of your knowledge the total amount of business handled by 
but I Whiting from about June 1951 until December 1951, when you were laid off would 
be in the area of $24,000 or $25,000 a day’?—A. Whatever it was. Everybody was 
e was rie 


ining about the same amount and there were about eight running those 
? machines, all the girls plus those men I gave you. 
once Q. So that the total business Whiting was handling was between $20,000 and 
i hs $24,000 a day?—A. I suppose so if you added it all up. 

Q. During the 5 years that you were employed by Whiting was anyone at his 
headquarters arrested to your knowledge?—A. No. 
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Q. Was anyone during that period who was employed by him outside his hea, 
quarters ever arrested?—A. None of the pick-up people were arrested. A coup); 
of them were stopped at different times. 

Q. Why weren't they arrested?—A. I don’t know. 

Q. No employee of Whiting was arrested during the 5 years you worked fp; 
him?—A. A couple of people, I don't know their names, got picked up. I don’ 
know what happened to them because he had no cause to come to me to explaiy 
tome. I don’t know if they let them go. 

Q. But you only heard that about one individual?—A. Yes. 

Q. Do you know his name?—A. His name is “Nutsey.” I think he is in Jai) 

Q. Was he the only one?—A. No, I heard of another one. A lot of the peop) 
he had taken on I wasn’t familiar with, and they had no cause to call on th» 
telephone because their work was picked up. A lot of the books he had I didn’ 
know anything about. The telephones were in one room and the machines j; 
another. When you were working on the tapes you couldn't hear all that was 
going on. 

Q. During the months of October and November was your mother working 0; 
the tapes?—A. Yes; she started this fall. 

Q. How much business was she computing when she started?—A. She didn: 
work on the machines regularly. She would work on the machines and then look 
for overlooks. Sometimes that would take all day. It was a full-time job to loot 
for overlooks. 

Q. Did you ever hear Whiting say anything about taking care of the police? 
A. No. He didn’t do much talking to me, and I didn’t ask him. 

Q. Did you ever hear him say that to any member of the organization ?—A 
Yes, I suppose so. Al Lockhart and Whiting were very close and he handled 
a lot of his business arrangements for him. I don’t know what he was supposed 
to do but he took care of business arrangements for him. 

Q. Did Lockhart ever tell you that Whiting spoke to him about taking care o/ 
the police?—A. No. It was a known fact that something was happening. 

Q. Sometime in an organization like yours people talk about things. Obvious 
someone had to be taking care of the police or the headquarters would be knocke 
off in 5 years. Who mentioned it to you?—A. No particular person. It was 
just a known fact. He would ask Al (Lockhart) if he “took care of the ic 

Q. What does “ice’mean?—A,. Protection money. 

Q. What did Al say?—A. He would tell him yes or no. That's the reas 
that we say Al was taking care of his business arrangements like that. 

Q. How many times did you hear Whiting ask Al if he took care of the ice’ 
A. A couple of times. Most of the time I would be busy. It didn’t interest ) 
anyway. 

@. When was the last time you heard Whiting make that remark to Lod 
hart ?—A. Well it had to be a year and a half ago because Lockhart stayed in t! 
organization a year. 

Q. So you think the last time you heard him say it was within a year a: 
one-half ?—A. Yes; within the past year. 

Q. Did you ever see police officers at the headquarters?—A, No. 

Q. Did you ever see Whiting in the presence of any police officer ?—A. Ni 

Q. Al Lockhart?—-A. No. I never saw them except at work or if I ran i! 
them on the street. I never went to their house except on holidays. 

Q. You never saw police officers come up to the headquarters?—A. No. 

Q. Under what circumstances was your association with Whiting terminat: 
on December 9?—A. It was on December 2. 

Q. Why did he tell you he was letting you go?—A. He didn’t tell me. I wasn! 
at home when he called. He talked with my mother and told her that he was 
going out of business. 

Q. Did he say who was taking over his business?—A. He said he was goilt 
out of business, and the last time I saw him he had come to the office and he t 
us that he was going out of business but that we would still be working for 
someone. 

Q. When was that?—A. That was during November. He came and gave 4 
speech. Then he called the people out to his house and told them that he was 
not_in business any more. 

Q. Did you ever see Roger Simkins or Yvonne his wife?—A. I saw Yvonne 

Q. When was that?—A. The first couple of days Whiting took over Simkins 
business. 

Q. About what time of the day did you first see her?—A. She came in about | 

Q. Could you give me an idea of the date he took over the business ?—A. It's 
either October 1 or November 1, 1951. 
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A 

Q. What did Mrs. Simkins do on that day?—A. She familiarized me with the 
S head customers Who would be calling. She had a book with the names and telephone 
couple numbers. She explained to me how different things should be done. 

Q. What sort of things did she tell you?—A. She had a machine upstairs. She 

would run the ribbons herself during the day and she would give them an esti- 

Ked for mate sometime during the day. We never did anything like that, and she told me 
I don't what customers to do that for. 
explair Q. What other accommodations did she tell you about ?—A. There is a strange 


girl] answering the telephone; about one-half of the customers didn’t know what 
; was happening. Maybe they didn’t have to be told. She would tell them it was 
in ja all right. 


» peopl Q. How long did she stay ?—A. She stayed until about 3:30 or 4. 

on the Q. About the whole working day?—A. No; we finish about 6. But we don’t 
I didn’t take any bets after 3: 30 or 4. 

lines j) Q. Was that the only time?—A. Yes: the first 2 days 

lat Was Q. Did you see Mr. Simkins at that time, or any time ?—A. No. 

Q. Were those the only occasions you ever saw Mr. or Mrs. Roger Simkins in 
king o1 Whiting’s headquarters?—A. In the office: ves 

Q. Had you ever seen them with Whiting before?—A. Yes. They live around 
> didn’ the corner from one another and were often together. 
en look Q. Both before and after?—A. Yes. 

» TO look Q. You have seen them together many times before and since?—A. Yes, before 
and since. I didn’t say recently because Simkins has been out of town. When- 
olice? ever I had occasion to go to Whiting’s house Simkins would be around 
. Q. How many times have you been out to his house?—A. 1 have only been 
on ?—A out there a couple of times since last Christmas 
handle Q. How many times before that ?—A. About four or five times a year. 
Upposed Q. What occasions?—A. Christmas, his birthday, his wife’s birthday, barbe- 
cues, or other parties when the whole office force would go. 
care of Q. Did you ever see any police officers at these parties ?—A. No. 
EB. Q. At all of these parties thrown by Whiting were Mr. and Mrs. Simkins 
VIOUS present?—A. They would come some time during the time. They didn’t stay 
Knocke long. 
It Wis Q. But they would always put in an appearance?—A. Yes, or he would be 
he ice there. Someone would say, “Where is Whiting?’ And he would be at Sim- 
kins’ house. A lot of time he was out of town. In the summertime he was at 
} Bene his summer home. 
PP Q. Where is that ?—A. It is out in Maryland somewhere 
e ice 
‘rest | WASHINGTON, 
District of Columbia, ss: 
0 Loc I. Jacqueline Terry, being duly sworn, state that I have made the foregoing 
dint statement of my own free will, without threat, promise of reward, or under 
duress, that I have read the questions and answers contained in the foregoing 
ear a 11 pages of this statement and do swear it to be the truth to the best of my 
knowledge and belief. 
[s] JACQUELINE TERRY. 
> . Sworn and subscribed to before me this 17th day of December 1951 
=" [SEAL] [s]} Car. J. BIRCKNER, 
, Notary Public. 
minat My commission expires April 14, 1954 
I wasn! 
he was Exurir No. J1 
as goil Wittram B. Warprop, M. D., 
1 te 887 Bonifant Street, Silver Spring, Md., January 16, 1951. 
king for To whom it may concern: 
This is to certify that I saw Mr. Sam Beard of 7400 Alaska Avenue NW., 
| gave 4 Washington, D. C. on January 15, 1952. Chief complaints were, shortness of 
t he was breath, substernal pain, swelling of ankles and cough. I found his blood 
pressure to be 210 systolic ; 110 diastolic. 

vonne Diagnosis: 1. Hypertension. 2. Early cardiac failure. 

Simkins I called in consultation on January 18, 1952, for electrocardiograph tracing. 
Have advised Mr. Beard to have absolute bed rest and be hospitalized. 

bout | W. B. Watprop, M. D. 


A. Itis 
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Exurpit No, 12 


JOSEPH BuRTON GLENN, M. D., 
2015 Q Street NW., Washington, D. C., January 16, 19651. 


This is to certify that I ran an electrocardiogram on Mr,.Sam Beard on the 
above date. The tracing showed I-V Block of the usual type, which following 
severe substernal pain of a day ago, may or not represent a lesion on the heart 
wall. 

We advised his doctor to put him in a hospital for further treatment and ob- 
servation and tests. 


{[s] J. B. GLenn, M. D. 


ExHrsBiT No. 17 
SENATE Districr CRIME INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE 


QUESTIONNAIRE 
WASHINGTON, 
District of Columbia, ss: 


Jacob Wolf, being duly sworn, and in answer to the following questions, de- 
poses and says: 

1. What is your full name? Jacob Wolf. 

2. Where do you live? 1242 Aspen Street, NW., District of Columbia. 

3. Have you, your wife, your children, or any of your dependents had any 
other residences, temporary or perinanent, from January 1945 to date? 

If so, what were these residences? 


Date 
Name Address EN eee 
From To 


| 


Self and family _____ ___......-...-| 1815 Trinidad Ave. NE 1931 | March 1949. 
ae testo ----.-----| 1242 Aspen NW March 1949 _| Date. 


4. What is your date of birth? August 5, 1898. 

5. What is the telephone number at your residence? TU 1242. In whose 
name is the phone listed? Jacob Wolf. 

6. What were the telephone numbers at your previous residences, temporary 
or permanent, for the period Jnuary 1, 1945, to date? LI 8014 at 1315 Trinidad 
Avenue NE. 

7. When did you enter District service? January 4, 1919. 

8. Date of appointment to present city department or agency? January 4, 1919. 

9. Present official title, or rank? Lieutenant. 

10. State present salary. $5,098.30. 

11. Shield or badge number, ifany? None for a lieutenant. 

12. What briefly are your present duties? Detective lieutenant in charge of 
Stolen Auto Squad, for prevention and detection of crime. 

13. Whois your immediate superior? Inspector Robert V. Murray. 

14. List dates of promotions, if any, since your appointment? 





From— To—~ 


| 


July 1, 1927_- en als ; re | Private... -..--. ~ Detective sergeant 
July 20, 1950___- naan E eee a | Detective sergeant Lieutenant. 


15. What has been your annual salary as a police officer for the following 
years: 


No’ 
tions : 


1§ 


Irene 
Alan 
Lillia 


24 
dept 
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| Gross salary | — 


$4,611.71 | 
4, 730. 31 
4, 210. 56 
4, 210. 56 
3, 
3, 


sande 


930. 54 
064. 00 | 


geSaee 
s4usees 





(a) Do you now have, or for the period January 1, 1945, to date have you had, 
any source of income other than your salary as a police officer? None. 

16. Marital status: 

(a) Married? Yes. 

(b) Date of marriage? May 7, 1940. Place? Baltimore, Md. 

(c) Name of wife. Irene Kobren Wolf. 

(d) Is your wife now employed, or engaged in any business, or has she been 
employed, or engaged, in any business during the period January 1, 1945, to 
date? No. 

17. Children: (a) Single: 


Educational costs, tuition, books, and other expenses 


! 


~ | | 
Name of child | Age | School er college 1946 | 1947 | 1948 | 1949 | 1950 


Benjamin Franklin University___- |... $150 |$300 |$150 |...-- 

| Maryland University - -- mh BD: ie ee re } 

| Eastern High School_--- ‘ 75 |... 
Nore.— With reference to above schooling: The boy paid all of these expenses himself, working vaca. 

tions and weekends, and his money saved by his mother. 


18. Father: 

(a) If deceased, show date of decease. 1929. 

(b) Name. Louis Wolf. 

(c) Last address. Brooklyn, N. Y. 

19. Mother: 

(a) If deceased, show date of decease. August 1945. 

(b) Name. Sarah Feinsuth Wolf. 

(c) Last known address. Newark, N. J., 781 South Sixteenth Street. 

20. Brothers and sisters (name and address) : 

Harry B. Wolf, 424 Taylor Street NW.; Daniel Wolf, Chicago, Ill.; Sam Wolf, 

’aterson, N. J.; Mrs. Celia Shapiro, Philadelphia, Pa. 

21. Mother-in-law and father-in-law: 

(a) if deceased, show date of deceased: Mother-in-law, March 8, 1936; father- 
in-law, April 16, 1984. Name and address: Augusta Kobren, 506 South Fremont, 
Baltimore, Md.; Michael Kobren, 506 South Fremont, Baltimore, Md. 

22. Brothers-in-law and sisters-in-law (name and address) : Samuel Kobren, 
5408 Fifth Street, NW., D. C.; Mrs. Rose Hauptschein, 5404 Fifth Street, NW., 
D. C.; Mrs. Lilliam Blanchard, 1242 Aspen NW., D. C.; Norman Kobren, 4325 
Norfolk Avenue, Baltimore, Md.; Mrs. Flora Wolf, 424 Taylor Street, NW.; 
Mrs. Celia Wolf, Chicago, Ill.; Mrs. Diana Wolf, Paterson, N. J.; Abraham 
Shapiro, Philadelphia, Pa.; Sgt. Richard Blanchard, United States Army, Korea. 
ee ae Sein seit 7 

Name Relationship | From— 


Irene Wolf... : ke Se Se 3 sina ieglene wo dacealt ee cin cae __| Jan. 
Alan Wolf___- ree Sete ee u | 
Lillian Blanchard a , - Sen Sister-in-law- 


24. Who are the persons residing with you who have been totally or partially 
dependent upon you for support from January 1, 1945, to date? 
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Name Relationship From—- To— 
Irene Wolf SR eee Seabee an ; : 7 .....-” | Jan. 1,1945 | Date 
DES a ocoucdeet deuce ae RS BEET iy ES Oe 


| June 1949. 
| } 





25. Who are the persons other than those residing with you who have been 
totally or partially dependent upon you for support from January 1, 1945 to 
date? None. 

26. What persons, if any, have contributed to the support of your household, 
for the years set forth below? 


Amount of contribution 
Name 


1945 1946 | 1947 1948 | 1949 1950 
ea SS oe ae EN Lae ee a ee -|——-| || | |— 
Lillian Blanchard_-_.--...--..-.--. ac ; $780 | $780 | $780 $780 | $780 | $780 

Ls adits a 260 520 


Alan Wolf. __. a ‘ 2 thgoon al 


ere 


od 


27. What persons, if any, paid for room or board in your household in the 
years set forth belew? Covered in item 26. 

28. What life insurance policies do you, your wife, your children, or any other 
dependents now own or posses, or have you or they owned or possessed from 
January 1, 1945, to date? 


Name of assured aes | Beneficiary | Company | Date issued Broker 
Jacob Wolf $500 | Irene Wolf Monumental Life Insur- | Nov. 5, 1938 
ance Co. 
Irene Wolf -_. 500 | Jacob Wolf do April 14, 1945 
Alan Wolf 1,000 | Irene Wolf Metropolitan May 1, 1945 
Jacob Wolf 1, 500 do... Police Relief 1921 
Irene Wolf | 500 | Jacob Wolf-. Police Relief, Female | 1940 
Branch 


29. What are the amounts of premiums paid on the policies listed in question 
28 from January 1, 1945, to date, and who has paid the said premiums? 


Year and by whom paid: Year and by whom paid—Con. 
1945: 1949 : 
RIOR settee xchcasiarcaied $100 ITS ION iia eke $100 
RTD A tronics hcecnireccts 12 I I as cation ie 18 
1946 1950: 
a $100 IID TONE ti sniedecinngeectines $100 
PAR WIE sais cise iceccinin ie 18 Alan Wolf _.._--- a sae 
1947: 1951: 
OEY OE i oi Sin citi acl $100 sacolh -WOl 4... n<iu $100 
IA IN II eo sili cared easel 18 OSS | ae ree 18 
1948: 
ONE TI orcatinectaties Rare $100 
BE I NE ie tie acpi ween 18 


30. Did you, your wife, your children, or dependents, within the period January 
1, 1945, to date, borrow any money on any life insurance policies? No. 

31. Did you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, receive within the 
period January 1, 1945, to date, the cash surrender or maturity value of any life 
insurance policies? Yes. 

If so, give the following particulars with respect to such life insurance policies: 
Name: Jacob Wolf; date received: July 1951; amount: $900; disposition of pro- 
ceeds: paid H. B. Wolf, brother, $500; gave $300 to my wife; applied balance to 
personal use. 

32. Were there any other types of insurance, such as automobile, accident, 
health, hospitalization, fire, theft, floater, or liability, etc., issued, within the 
period January 1, 1945, to date, in your name, in the name of your wife, your 
children, or in the name of any dependent of yours? Yes, 








Cc 


If so, 
ef insur 


Jacob Wol 

Alan Wolf 

Jacob Wol 
Do 
Do 


33. HL 
premiun 


Nan 


Jacob Wol 
Alan Wolf 


34. Al 

(a) I 
your wi 
to date, 
or any d 

If so, 
(use a 
addition 


Name of ov 
Year and n 
License pla 
Date purct 
Total pure! 


Cash paid 
Source of c: 


Trade-in al 
Amount 0 
ments. 
Name of fir 
Purchased 


Address... 


Name of ov 
Year and n 
License pla 
Date purch 
Total pure! 
Source of ¢: 


Purchased 
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If so, give the following particulars with respect to any such additional type 


eof insurance: 


Name of assured 


Jacob Wolf. 
Alan Wolf 
Jacob Wolf 
Do 
Do 


33. Have you, your wife, your children, or any of your dependents paid any 
premiums on insurance policies of any type from January 1, 1945, to present? 


Name of person paying premiums 


Jacob Wolf 
Alan Wolf 


34. Automobiles: 


(a) Do you, your wife, your children, or any dependent now own, or did you, 
your wife, your children, or any dependent, within the period January 1, 1945, 
to date, own an automobile in your name, the name of your wife, your children, 
or any dependent, or in any other name? 

If so, give the’ following particulars with respect to each such automobile 
(use a separate column for each automobile and a separate sheet 
additional automobile for which there may not be space on this page) : 


Name of owner 

Year and make 
License plate No 
Date purchased 
Total purchase price 


Cash paid 
Source of cash 


Trade-in allowance 

Amount of monthly 
ments. 

Name of finance company 

Purchased from 


Address 


Name of owner 
Year and make 
License plate No 
Date purchased 
Total purchase price 
Source of cash 


Purchased from 





install- 


Type 


Hospitalization 


do 
Auto 
Fire 


ac ) 


{—— 


1945 


| 


a 


Jacob Wolf 
1941 Pontiac 
DC-904__. 
April 1941 
$1,333 


$487 
Savings 
salary 


from 


None 
$35 


GNAC 

Arcade- Pontiac 
Co. 

District of Co- 
lumbia. 


(5) 


Jacob Wolf 

1948 Pontiac 

DC-904 

Feb. 6, 1948 

$2,397.80 

From 
1947 


sale of 
Pontiac. 


Arcade- Pontiac. 


51. 48 | 


Insurance company 


de 


Group Hospitalization, Inc 


Motors Insurance Corp 
Equitable Life 
Granite State 


1946 


Yes. 


Jacob Wolf 


1946 Olds 
DC-904 
May 1, 1946 


$1,600, approxi- | 


mately. 
$1,600 

From sale of 
1941 Pontiac 


and savings 


None 


do 

_do 
Kearney Olds 

Co. 
District of Co- 


lumbia. 


(6) 


Jacob Wolf 

1948 Buick 

DC-904 

Apr. 5, 1948 

$2,821 

Cash from sale 
of 1948 Pon- 
tiae. 


1947 


54.48 | 54.48 | 


Amounts paid 


1949 


19458 


mene 
’ : 
79. 98 


Jacob Wolf 
1947 Dodg« 


DC-904 
January 1947 
$1,900, approxi- 
IT ately 
$1,900 
From sale of 
1946 Olds 
None 
do 
do 
Francis & Par 
sons 


District of Co 
lumbia 


Jacob Wolf 

1948 Olds ‘‘76”’ 

DC-904 

June 18, 1948 

$2,433.25 

Cash from sale 
of 1948 Buick 

Kearney Olds 

Co 


93. 48 













Policy No. 


63114 

(?). 
45421144 
30037 


74127 


1950 1951 
98. 88 7 
27. 60 2. 


for 


each 


Jacob Wolf 
1947 Pontiac 
DC-904 
July 1947 
Cost $2,150 


$2,150 in cash 
From sale of '47 
Dodge and 
seme cash 
No trade-in. 
None 


Do 
Arcade - Pontiac 
Co 
District of Co- 
lumbia 


Jacob Wolf. 

1948 Cadillac 

DC-004 

July 16, 1948 

$3,525 

Case from sale of 
1948 Olds. 


‘apitol Cadillae 
Co 
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(9) | (10) ap 


Name of owner. . ........--.- | Jacob Wolf s 
Year and make 1950 Pontiac convert- | 1951 Pontiac Catalina. 


License plate No ee O08.5. 5. .2.. 
Date purchased..__._._.______.- | February 28, 1949_____ December 1950. 
Total purchase price $2. $2;700. 
CORN DRI in cp okip ncnceseneskl Se $300 Even swap for the 1950 
Pontiac convertible. 
Source of cash | Cash from) sale of | Cash—from son 
Cadillac. 
Trade-in allowance | $ 
Amount of monthly install- | Balance $367.50 at $300 financed at $25 
ments | $30.63 monthly. | monthly, GMAC., . 
Purchased from | Arcade-Pontiac Co__..| Arcade-Pontiac Areade-Pontiae Co, 


| 


(b) Do you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, pay garage rent, or, 
during the period January 1, 1945, to date, have you, or they, paid’ garage rent? 

35. Have any members of your family, within the period January 1, 1940, to 
date, been married, engaged, confirmed, ete.? 

36. Does anybody hold for you, your wife, or dependents, any money,. seeuri- 
ties, jewelry, or valuables, worth in excess of $250? No. 

37. Real estate: 

(a) Do you, your wife, your children, or any of your dependents now own 
any real estate? Yes. 

(b) If so, how many parcels? One. 

(c) Give the following particulars with respect to each such parcel: 

Location or address. 1242 Aspen Street NW. 

In whose name is title? Jacob and Irene Wolf. 

How related to you? Wife. 

Type of property. Dwelling. 

Date acquired. March 1, 1949. 

Name and address of seller. Aldon Construction Co., Woodward Building, 
District of Columbia. 

Purchase price. $20,500. 

Cash paid. $15,500. 

Source of funds. $12,000 cash from sale of 1315 Trinidad Avenue NE. and 
$3,500 unsecured loan from sister-in-law who lives with us. 

First mortgage at time of acquisition: $5,000. Present amount: $4,562.30. 

First mortgagee: (@) Name: Equitable Life Insurance Co.; (6) address: 816 
Fourteenth Street NW., District of Columbia. 

Set forth interest and amortization payments made: On first mortgage: 1945- 
48, none; 1949, $316.29; 1950, $380.16; 1951, $316.77. 

Were any additional payments made on the mortgages? No. 

Set forth payments for the following items: 





Taxes: 

(a) Real estate 

(b) Water 
Assessments 
Repairs - - ; 
Improvements 
Painting - - 
Heating _-- 


Do you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, now have an interest in 
any real estate, the title to which is not in the name of yourself, your wife, your 
children, or any dependent? No. 

Did you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, have an interest in any 
real estate, from the period January 1, 1945, to date, the title to which was not 
in the name of yourself, your wife, your children, or of any dependent? No. 

Did you, your wife, your children, or your dependents, sell any real estate 
during the period January 1, 1945, to date? Yes. 


If sc 
separa 
(a) 
(b) 
(c) 
deceas 
(d) 
Saving 
(e) 
(f) 
(9) 
(h) 
ts)" 
(j) 
(k) 
(1) 
(m) 
Did. 
1, 1946 
any in 
of you 
38. | 
to whi 
name | 
the be 
(bd) 
or per 
childre 
you, 01 
39. ] 
(a) 
accoun 
to, say 
club, kt 
name ¢ 
If sc 
accoun 


Jacob an 
Irene Wi 
Jacob W: 
Irene W< 


(bd) 
your d 
the na 
Janua 

(c) 
accoun 
aeccour 

(d) 
1945, 1 
childre 
wife, ) 
othervw 
pender 

(e) 
1, 194: 
childre 
wife, | 
otherv 
dent b; 
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If so, give the following particulars with respect to each such parcel (uSmyz a 
separate sheet for each such parcel of real estate) : 

(a) How many parcels? One. 

(b) Location or address? 1315 Trinidad Avenue NE., District of Columbia. 

(c) Date acquired? 1931. Title in name of? Jacob and Elizabeth Wolf, 
deceased. 

(d@) From whom purchased? Columbia Construction Co. Source of money? 
Savings and mortgage. 

(e) Purchase price? $6,750. Cash paid? $2,200. 

(f) Amount of mortgages at time of purchase? $4,550. 

(7) When was property sold or transferred? Mareh 1, 1949. 

(h) To whom was property sold? Coy S. Jones. 

(i) Type of property? Dwelling. 

(j) Selling price? $15,500. Cash received? $12,000. 

(k) Mortgage received, if any? $3,500. 

(1) Terms of such mortgage? $35 month. 

(m) Brokerage commission paid on sale? None. 

Did you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, during the period January 
1, 1945, to date, purchase, or contribute toward the purchase of real estate, or 
any interest therein, title to which was not taken in your name, or in the name 
of your wife, your children, or any dependent? No. 

38. (a) At the present time, is there any property, real or personal, the title 
to which is not in your name, your wife’s name, your children’s name, or in the: 
name of any of your dependents, the use of which you, or they, now have, or 
the benefits of which you, or they, now receive? No. 

(b) During the period January 1, 1945, to date, was there any property, real 
or personal, the title to which was not in your name, your wife’s name, your 
children’s name, or in the name of any of your dependents, the use of which 
you, or they, now have, or the benefits of which you, or they, now receive? No. 

39. Bank accounts: 

(a) Have you, your wife, your children, or any of your dependents any bank 
accounts within the District of Columbia, or elsewhere; such as, but not limited 
to, savings, checking, trust, postal savings, credit-union account, Christmas 
club, building-loan account, etec., in your name, the name of your wife, in the 
name of your children, or in the name of any dependent, or in any other name? 

If so, give the following information with respect to any, and all, such bank 
accounts: 


; ; 7 - | p se 
Name of depositor Name and address of bank Kind of account Moy ss 


Jacob and Irene Wolf- Perpetual Building Association__| Savings. $4, 209. 16 


acne ae ao. y do < do 3, 227. 74 
Irene Wolf, trustee for Alan Wolf. -- \Gcseebia Federal do 5,001. 59 
Jacob Wolf. _. National Bank of Washington Christmas Club 100. 00 
Irene Wolf ; | Commerce and Savings. - do 100. 00 


(b) Were any bank accounts which you, your wife, your children, or any of 
your dependents had in your name, the name of your wife, your children, or in 
the name of any dependent, or in any other name, closed out within the period 
January 1, 1945, to date? No. 

(c) If you, your wife, your children, or any dependent had, or have, checking 
accounts, have the canceled checks, and stubs, been retained? No checking 
accounts. 

(d) Were any deposits in excess of $500 made within the period January 1, 
1945, to date, in any account in your name, in the name of your wife, your 
children, or in the name of any dependent, or in any account in which you, your 
wife, your children, or any dependent, had any interest, jointly, separately, or 
otherwise, or in any account held for you, your wife, your children, or any de- 
pendent by any other person or fictitious person? No. 

(e) Were any withdrawals in excess of $500 made within the period January 
1, 1945, to date in any account in your name, in the name of your wife, your 
children, or in the name of any dependent, or in any account in which you, your 
wife, your children, or any dependent had any interest, jointly, separately, or 
otherwise, or in any account held for you, your wife, your children, or any depen- 
dent by any other person or fictitious person? Yes. 
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If so, give the following information with respect to each such withdrawal: 


Name of depositor 


| 
Amount | Date 


(1) Lrene Wolf as tcustee for Alan Wolf Columbia Federal Savings and $1,000 | May 15, 1946 


Loan. 
(2) Do do : f eas 574 | Feb. 23,1950 


Explain disposition of funds withdrawn: (1) To purchase 1946 Olds from 
Arcade-Pontiac ; (2) to pay income taxes due on 1949 return and other uses. 

(f) Did you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, ever have an interest 
in any bank account not in your name, your wife’s name, your children’s name, 
or in the name of any dependent? No. 

40. Safe-deposit boxes: 

(a) Do you, your wife, your children, or any dependent now, or during the 
period January 1, 1945, to date, did you, or they, rent, or have access to, a safe- 
deposit box? Yes. 

If so, give the following information with respect to all such safe-deposit 
boxes: Name of person to whom box is leased: Jacob and Irene Wolf—One year 
only, 1949-50. Name and address of depository: American Security and Trust. 
Persons having access: Same. Had earrings, three watches, and some bonds 
in it, total value $215 plus about $1,000 in War Savings bonds. 

(b) What are the specific contents of said safe-deposit boxes? None at this 
time, have no safe box now. 

(c) Did you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, ever have in a safe- 
deposit box an amount of money in excess of $500? No. 

(d) What was the total number of visits to such safe-deposit box during the 
past year? None. 

(f) During the period January 1, 1945, to date, did you, your wife, your 
children, or any dependent, ever have any interest in the use of safe-deposit boxes, 
or the contents thereof, held in the name of any other person, or in the name of 
a fictitious person? No. 

41. Bonds: Have you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, purchased or 
sold any United States war bonds or defense bonds during the period January 
1, 1945, to date in your name, your wife’s name, your children’s name, or in 
the name of any dependent, or in any other name? 

If so, give the following particulars with respect to all such war bonds: 

Cost of bonds purchased? $87.50 in 1945. None, 1946-51. 

Amount received for bonds sold? None. 

Serial numbers of bonds now held: 


Date Serial No. Amount Date Serial No. Amount 


June 12, 1044 C6 2809669 E $100 | July 23, 1942 Q045608334E 
Jan. 22, 1944 C 69580587 E June 18, 1942 ()22951354E 
Nov. 21, 1944 4 3518E : Oct. 2, 1942 L13889029E 
May 29, 1945 97274064 E { Nov. 2, 1942 Q64451433E 
Dec. 19, 1941 Q5765804 E Jan. 5, 1942 Q6532801 F. 

Jan. 30, 1942 QLI1IS1I56E Jan. 7, 1943 _- (98875931 E 
Feb. 26, 1942 QI16417476E Mar. 3, 1943 (Q)99274780E 
Jan. 30, 1942 QLILIS1ISTE Apr. 15, 1948 L36278305 F. 
Feb. 19, 1942 Q9276486E Apr. 22, 1943 Q191376507E 
Apr. 10, 1942 Q 20988553 E Apr. 22, 1943. _- L38782017 E 


May 18, 1942 
May 26, 1942 
Nov. 20, 1942 


(032377703 EF 
(23406285 E 
(064456457 E 


ho hO bo bO be be be tw be 
sy $ tS ty a oF 


Aug. 5, 1943 
Sept. 20, 1943 
Sept. 9, 1943 


Q213522323 E 
Q 290095280 F 


(2241226594 EF - 


42. Securities: 

(a) Do you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, own any stocks, 
bonds, or securities other than United States war bonds or defense bonds in your 
name, your wife’s name, your children’s name, in the name of any dependent, 
or in any other name’? No. 

(b) Did you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, during the period 
January 1, 1945, to date, own any stocks, bonds, or securities, other than United 
States war bonds or defense bonds, in your name, your wife’s name, your 
children’s name, or in the name of any dependent, or in any other name? No. 
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(c) Have you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, sold any stocks, 
bonds, or securities—other than United States war bonds or defense bonds-— 
during the period January 1, 1945, to date, or have any stocks, bonds, or 
securities, in which you have had an interest, been sold for the account of your- 
self, your wife, your children, or any dependent by any other person or fictitious 
person? No. 

(d) Have you had an account with any stock brokers, or other agencies for the 
purchase or sale of any stocks, bonds or securities in your name, your wife's 
name, your children’s name, in the name of any dependent, or in the name of any 
other person, or in the name of any fictitious person, for the period January 1, 
1945, to date? No. 

43; Did you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, receive any interest, 
dividends, or any other income from the above stocks, bonds, securities, and 
investments during the period January 1, 1945, to date? No. 

44. Mortgage investments: 

(aw) Did you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, during the period 
January 1, 1945, to date, lend any money and receive in return as security a 
mortgage or other interest in real estate in your name, in the name of your 
wife, your children, or of any dependent, or in any other name? No. 

(b) Did you your wife, your children or any dependent, during the period 
January 1, 1945, to date, ever lend any money and receive in return as security 
a chattel mortgage or other interest in personal property in your name, the name 
of your wife, your children, or of any dependent, or in any other name?—No. 

45. Personal property: Did you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, 
buy any article of personal property within the period January 1, 1945, to date 
in your name, the name of your wife, your children, or any dependent, or in 
the name of any other person, or in the name of any fictitious person, the price 
of which exceeded $200, such as jewelry, furs, art objects, piano, radio, television, 
rugs, silverware, household furnishings or appliances, oil burner, refrigerator, 
laundry machine, boats, etc.? Yes. 

If so, give the following particulars with respect to such articles: 


Artick Purchased from Address Date Price 
TV-set ; Mid-Atlantic West Virginia Avenue, NI Aug. 1950 $215 
Rugs Schaeffers District of Columbia 1949 


Broadloom for entire first | 3-A Linoleum Co 900 
floor and stairway. 


46. Charge accounts: Do you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, now 
have or, during the period January 1, 1945, to date, have you, or they, had any 
charge accounts, deposit accounts, or deferred payment accounts in your name, 
the name of your wife, your children, or of any dependent, or in the name of any 
other person, or in the name of any fictitious person? 

If so, give the following particulars : 


Name of account Name of store Address 
Jacob Wolf Hecht Co_. District of Columbia 
Do Lansburgh Bros a Do 
Do Bond Clothing Co_.-. ae Do, 


47. (a) Do you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, now have, or did 
you have, or did they have, during the period January 1, 1945, to date, any 
valuables, including cash and securities in excess of $500, at your residence, or 
at any other place? No. 

()) Does any other person, or fictitious person, have or hold for you, your 
wife, your children, or any dependent, any valuables, including cash and se- 
curities in excess of $500, at your residence, or in any other place? No. 

(c) Has any other person, or fictitious person, held for you, your wife, your 
children, or any dependent, any valuables, including cash and securities, in 
excess of $500, at your residence, or any other place, during the period January 
1, 1945, to date? No. 

48. Rent: Do you pay rent where you now reside, or have you paid rent where 
you resided during the period January 1, 1945, to date? No, 
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49. What was the total amount spent by you, your wife, your children, and 
dependents for vacations away from home, i. e., resorts, trips, children at camp, 
etc. for each of the following years: 1945-48, none; 1949, $150; 1950, none; 
1951, $80. 

50. Did you, your wife, your children, or any dependents, spend in excess of 
$100 annually during any of the following years, for any hobbies, such as—but 
not limited to—photography, book clubs, collector items, fishing, golfing, or other 
sports, etc.? 

51. Did you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, during the following 
years, belong to any club or organization which required the payment of dues of 
more than $10 per annum? No. 

52. What is your estimate of the total charitable and other contributions made 
by you, your wife, your children, and dependents, for the following years? 
1945, $30; 1946, $31; 1947, $44; 1948, $49; 1949, $79; 1950, $80; 1951, $75. 

53. What is your estimate of the amount spent by you, your wife, your children, 
and dependents for gifts to others during the following years? 1945, $30; 1946, 
$30 ; 1947, $30 ; 1948, $35 ; 1949, $40 : 1950, $40; 1951, $40. 

54. Did you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, ever receive an inher- 
itance? Yes. 

If so, give the following particulars with respect to each such inheritance 
(using separate column for each inheritance) : 

Name of person receiving inheritance: Alan Wolf: name of decedent: Anna 
Lahowitz; decedent's residents at death: Baltimore, Md.; cash inherited : $1,600 
(approximately); other property inherited: None; give specific details: Son’s 
grandmother; total value of inheritance: $1,600; date received: August 1949. 

55. Did you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, receive within the 
period January 1, 1945, to date, any pensions, disability benefits, dividends, 
interest, royalties, prizes, or gifts, etc.? No. 

56. Do you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, own any other asset 
valued in excess of $250, and not previously disclosed herein? No. 

57. Did you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, receive during the 
period January 1, 1945, to date, any income or money other than that already 
stated? Yes. 

If so, give the following particulars: 

Name: Jacob and Irene Wolf. Source of income or money: Second trust held 
on sale of 1315 Trinidad Avenue NE. held by American Security & Trust for col- 
lection. Amounts received: 1945-48, none; 1949, $131; 1950, $165; 1951, $130. 

58. What is your estimate of the total cost of clothing and other wearing ap- 
parel for you, your wife, your children, and dependents for the following years? 
1945, $250; 1946, $250; 1947, $300; 1948, $300; 1949, $325; 1950, $850; 1951, $350. 

59. What is your estimate of the total medical, dental, and hospital expenses 
for yourself, your wife, your children, and dependents for the following years: 
1945, $36; 1946, $836—$125 dental bill; 1947, $36; 1948, $36; 1949, $36; 1950, $36; 
1951, $36. 

60. What is your estimate of the average monthly cost of the following items 
for the years 1945 to 1950, inclusive : 


| 
Gas | Electricity Telephone 
1945 7 st eee : ; aia $5 | $3 $4. 80 
1946 ‘ | 5 3 4. 80 
1947 5 3 5.75 
1948 5 | 3 5.75 
1949. 3 5 6.90 
1950 3 5 6. 90 
1951 3 5 6. 90 


61. What is your estimate of the total amount spent by you, your wife, your 
children, and dependents, for entertainment: i. e., movies, shows, sporting 
events, parties at home or at restaurants, night clubs, hotels, bars, and grills, 
ete., for the following years: 1945, $24; 1946, $24; 1947, $24; 1948, $24; 1949, 
$24; 1950, $24; 1951, $24. 

62. What is your estimate of the total amount spent for domestic help in your 
home for the following years? 1945-51, none. 
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63. What were the expenses, if any, incidental to your job, for which you 
were not reimbursed during the period January 1, 1945, to date? $1,125.86 for 
first 6 years and estimated $70 for 1951. 

64. Does anyone owe you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, money 
at the present time? No. 

65. Are there now, or were there, any judgments against you, your wife, your 
children, or any dependent, in effect within the period January 1, 1945, to date? 
No. 

66. Has your salary been garnished during the period January 1, 1945, to 
date? No. 

67. Have you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, received any money 
during the period January 1, 1945, to date, as the result of any lawsuit or claim? 
No. 

68. What is your estimate of the average weekly cost of all food products 
consumed in your home for the following years? 1945, $25; 1946, $30; 1947, $30; 
1948, $35; 1949, $35 ; 1950, $35; 1951, $35. 

Do you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, now have, or have you, or 
they, had any debts contracted not as a result of loans during the period January 
1, 1945, to date? No. 

Did you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, within the period January 
1, 1945, to date, borrow any money in excess of $100? Yes. 

If so, give the following particulars with respect to each such sum: Name of 
borrower, name of lender, amount borrowed, and date. 

Borrowed from Police Credit Union: 


SI FO ese sien ee eta ida ceaatnee $200. 00 
ee beanies RE sins pcieeancen 100. 00 
I hc car Sait . Pe 
IE, SU RI oo tienen te i mrorction Cn a: inssiabiay eect 
I 7 hac coemeegscagion as = ee 
I eh wninmanes TS caeecenn vcd onal Sa 


Nee ee sae ce lene 


eee : __ 200.00 
June 10, 1949 


waaemel 200. 00 


I a aah clits aettnaicicnenemen eos sive scietatiakhcnsenae 

I ie I pair an tan hance ean a, iid sa itech ens ose 

oN Ree Rahsaan ceips denen a eeaeneientedctickeansn omen é = caren ae 

Unpaid balance 

Unpaid balance as of— 
Ce eee Fae -~ $92. 02 
0 SER My ROSS A OE 5 i le 2  e 150. 00 
aid aca ea ae lalla Sad enim eens enews sbvcniindashey ahi acai 140. 00 
Ne nee een a cx'cnvessivets mepiseamraneiabekiean 60. 00 
Coenen nnn nee a snginde capiemmminno ein 200. 00 
I nism anketenpiua --. 200. 00 
Nee een nen icant nbancahenasabnnicaeanit 44. 63 
October 1, 1951_-_- i a ea hc eee 44, 94 


Did you, your wife, your children, or any dependent, lend any money in excess 
of $100, to anyone within the period January 1, 1945, to date? No. 

Did you file an income-tax return for the following years? 1945-50: Yes. 

If so, at what collector’s office were the returns filed? No. 6; address, Balti- 
more, Md. 
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STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL CONDITION 


(Include all property, real and personal, held individually or jointly, and all 
property, real or personal, in which you have any interest of any description 
whatsoever. ) 


Jan. 1 Jan. 1 Jan.1 | Jan.1 | Jan.1 
1946 1947 1948 | 1949 1950 


ASSETS 


Cash on hand 


Cash in banks > 


Cash anywhere else 

Due from others— Loans, etc., 
mortgage 

Automobiles (state value in 
dollars) 

United States savings bonds 

Other stocks and bonds 

Real estate 

Household furniture and fur 
nishings 

Jewelry and furs 

Silverwear, ete 

Othe: property 


LIABILITIES 


Money due financial institu- 
tions 
Notes and accounts payable 
Taxes di 
Real ite mortgages 
Chat’ | mortgages 
Judgments i 
Other liabilities | 


103 243 243 5, 025 4,909 | 


Net worth 11, ; 11, 641 11, 901 15, 121 26, 967 27,470 | 


If vou cannot remember the exact amounts of the above items, write the words: ‘Not in excess of” in 
each item 


WASHINGTON, 
District of Columbia, ss: 

I, Jacob Wolf, being duly sworn, state that I-have read, and understand, all the 
items contained in the foregoing 26 pages of this questionnaire; that I have 
supplied full and complete information in answer to each item therein to the best 
of my knowledge, information, and belief, and that all the information supplied 
by me is true. 

Jacos WOLF. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 12th day of November 1951. 

HoyLe D. SECREST, 
Notary Public, District of Columbia. 
My commission expires October 15, 1955. 








